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2.1 3m*, 3?R TTvSFTFf ^ 31# ^pf^FT U 

ift3?R-14019 / 25 / 2007- it# 12 PR#t 2008 % WT ^ wi i ft# 

^gqiftai (Mtft) mR41vihi# % ftp? aiwe fttifc'i ppMM cf?r d\*m # # i tower 

3iftpNIH 1963 # £IRT 111 % 3TRT# ^ ^RT f## SFjqicFT 3 ^T 5lft<P^! 

^ Slft^PfT 7T. £1^# / 52 / 2007 - ftftd % W 3H9>Z 93Jc^> ft#^ % IcR *ii«lqftWl # 
■JfRcf cJ5T i ftHT3> 26PR#t 2008 # 3lft*jfacf mmm «IT I 

2.2 ## wfcftW aTJTRR i, W#kt 3 ft^RT#T 97RTTC dlRdd f#TT £ :- 

3. ^ ^Tcf Pl^l^K 1? :- 

(i) WT ^ 3RcTT t / TPTSTcIT I ft> ^ Wd 3# ywiftd 4*f 

^7 ?T# (HIcM# #3>T3?t) ^ #? 3PR3> ^5T ^TT I #fcT^ (cqqeiRcp) 

• cRI’id 'fiHti To * ^ Rci^m # # tRctt *r «mi^ v*# 3 >t ^ I R<k# # ^ 

fcf 140000 # ik? ^P# 3 7t 70000 #ik7 «T#T 3 sr gk % 75P i 

• 620 # ci«llj[ 35T afft 230 ik7 % h)o1 35T Pi-hWi f#IT «1l^*ll I 

• ? J>ki lftcT ^ cRTj 3 300 iftg?, 3 21 iW^3#^Rpfr^PFtp?7T3 
14.10 ik7#it! 

(ii) ^ecm^PftcT«RR!T 
(# ^m#gpmr 

• w\* ^ ^ mm m afR wi P7 p§# i# # 

#PFT TRTRIT 37 f#TR <fR^ 333## ^ ft^ ft<t>ldl t ft> 
ywiftd <d#d 37 80% ^HI^cKH 3k 70000 #^j£f 3?R 20% f#*fe7T 
3k (45000 #^J#) an# I 

• f#-^ anare 3^ 3 k *r RnftftWt $ 5Rri C^ttrJ) % ar^TR 
ft-dK ftRTTW 11 


• cRFJHR, 5 RtT ¥HI % ai^FIR # aTOT 12.52 ftftm 
(125.2 efRg ^) an# ^ t :- 



#3 i!4>K 

yc^«ip JM>N& 
#gTOT7f5T^FT%^ 

5F5rf *IIMq€ %> 
at^K ftN-t 

z 

(i) 


80% 

55000 ^rylclftH 

(ii) 

t£\A<K\ 

20% 


5°CdH # gPRTT 

0.7(80% 55000 + 20%*25000) ‘365= 

12519500 arqft 12.52 vkMk 


(73) ^PT^gTOT 

• Tjft ^T 70000 q^^lcK ^ (Rk> qi^) % ft^jRT % lei^ ftp6d f#H 

mn%\ 



Iwi III— 4 ] 


qrcir ^>t 


• 3 5RtT % 3T^TR, 15 eft 51 ft 

q«Wlo< % Rl-qK foftT ^ftT11 

• 14 ^t ^rfe srjqra, 3 12 % e^aitae JTO5 % 

WF 3?R fsfoft Tcffe gR 3Tf^cT % 


• d^JHN, $*ddH ^ «ftd?, ^ d 7 T U HT % 3?^R 7.20 *R 


mR*1IH<I> 



TFSRRjfe 

3&U 9rft SK) y^d £ 

70000 

vJHdVl Rb^ vjIT 'ttqj') cjlc*^ 
ftSK u l ^ 3>t yfeWddl 

70% 

70% 

yfeT d J MW>< *R ‘H'StRdftB 

uTT 'ddJ'l dlc?l Hl^l 

is^ryfatriifte* 

I5^ryi^^pt^te7 

\ 

$«dH ?x£ eftdl 

0.770000*70/100*15’14=72030003wfa7.20 


(») 


<iv) 

(v) 

(vi) 


(^r) eft aror 7.20 ^ ^seaw ^ eror 

3|R 5*e<W *teR°T SfteTT cf>T ftftkR *TR11 

%ft?T offtd 3Fffft t^\ $fafalef<£) ftf\£ $ 3FJ*R f I dM<H u il TO 3?R 
# RfteT 3efaft TO ij^jf TOI^lPld £ I foffo $TftcT faffo RFft 3?R 
WFR^T cTFRT % 5% ^HlPld <f>\ ^ £1 5^N Wf SRT Sl^lPfd ^ cTFTd 

Pl^-ll^K £ :- 




3ft *T. 

ftqx»n 

*si^iPm ofPTd 

(i) 

Rifdd PihWi cFPid 

100.90 

mam 

NdMdXwi dlMd 

242.00 

wmm 

tqlqtl cfPId 

17.15 


OIMICI 



^ drrRPT (ROCE) 3f3*TTfacT oTPTd ^ 16% *R nfefoid *lf£ I 


wif ^ deiftfe % foR weft oifri, ^ ^ . 76.76 

3^3rpTftd<£W£i 


oft? 3RTTO % feR 3Fp#ft cTlftcp 3TT^TcPdT £ :- 


a*m 

tv 

r*R®T 


0) 

ctl$q> yfteft efftd 

76.76 

(ii) 

Piq)Rjici *R yleicift 

64.87 



131.63 


tftsfr'ftd %, ^>di often £ % Piqlfoet ^ yfeieift 3?t 1 T a ftI 3Rd 

T jv^ ^RRT *R Rid In: ^£f ftftT £ I 
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(vii) efara ^ aroi 7.20 dlcifafa ^. 131.63 cfRte 

cf?r cfTto TOR3 3 M?TOkTT *R teR 3ReT ^ WT £RT 4^4? fad ^fcTTO ^ . 182.74 
^fcT TO t I ^ ^TT ^ cj^t TOtoW % 3ERTR, PlHIj'HK I^R TOJc3> 

'M^sl ^ TO l fad 4R tel ^ :• 


ato. 


^R ylddd 

(i) 

chMll y^Wd TOR (^ .131.64 4^x98%) 

.179.08 

(ii) 

t$rn TOR (^ . 131.64 4w)<;x1%) 

.1.83 

(iii) 

tor TOR (^ .131.64 ^1-^x1%) 

^i. 1.83 


(Viii) (cf>) Wf ^Tdt 3 RT 3 ?R d!d 4 l£) toT 3 Tl £RT fate TO*<f> ^ TO*TO eft 

cTRcfT ^ diddle) *fi'chi gKi STRR fc^J d^TT tote cRpT? jjRT ETT^T tcfjTJ cf[? 
3RR<fr % TO^TO % fa^ 3TdFT-3TeFT TOR TOtflftd dRfa % foTt? Wf fa W 
t tcf> dRlfa ^fadfaR TcR ^TRT f^IcT off? TORP dffadcT % to tote 3?R 
, d'$<t> TTPf >dqited 4>Mll fa? feT? STcFT-STcFT fap? IfafctfRd 3Rfa 

^RT 3TT^TT fa. / 22 / 2008 -WtM fcRTR? 30 ffafa«R 

2008 fa TO^cT fail'd! cFT 3TRRR fto 11 

TO <|>eT ^3f[ cTTTO 3FpTFR fa, TO fa ^ .39.50 4Rte TO fadT TOM fa> feR^R 
TOfr f%RR % feR fafat dldd 3TTOT ^TR eft 1? faR TOrT dlMd 0 ^! % 3FRTR vT^f 
TO ^j. 6.68 to? ydldH RTTO ^T 3EJHH eFTOT 11 

Rt) effadd ^cr aroi 7.20 ^£1^ to* fad fato % IcP? ^ 
^. 17.69 HfcT TO qfalRld ^ t I *TF Hlddl^l <wfi fa> fcR ye^dd ^ 
^j. 161.39 HfcTTO (^.179.08-^.17.69) fafadffad to ^ ^ 

(totto fae fa> ajfaRdd «nro 11 

(lx) vffton 

(^F>) % Pidl u l 3?T cRTT fd4?4 u l (<5?fad) dldd "d. 108.95 cf>fa<5 ^o*lfa TO, 

trot 4>1fciRfcH^ fH£ % 3T^TR I^R fcfRJT TOT 11 

(^sf) sfcfemr efft wtt 3T^rrRm euro ^ 16% ^r ^ .17.43 3Rte ^r ^ ^ 

%\ 

("n) H^Hd ^R 3T^5RT el Mid 3?f 7 RFTT, HIHd u> sl % ^FpIR, eiMId % 1% ^R 

^>. i.09^feqRqRid 

(^T) ^5 ^TRI-TITSI IrRT 6faf cf§t RFTcT % 3.34% 3?f <R ^RH f^ 

ski vj’dcb f^wc) 3TT^?T ^ fcRIR fcTOT TOT ^TT, %7TR-f^KTR (eRsTT) 
^feRTTTOlt I 

(^) TO>R, ^Tte TOR<T STTcRTOxn ^. 22.16 ^TRFS MR J l^ld ^Tcft 11 

(■^T) y^WlfcIcT ^ I^RRIT TOR *##Td % feP? Hxld ^ f^lH-^ 3nvJdJ|e ^fR 

Hldl sfldd Hl^d 3TTW7 3TOR ^R q)dl 3TO^|^t 

*R toR fW t I ^ %T cf§t ^t3TR^r TfcT % % 60% T? 

TOftf I 

(H) TOJTfR, 4x1 d ^ fcl^MII^ %T % fcP? eT^ fcRTOT TOTR • 1.48 yrfcf '^l3TRc?f 
yfclUei ^R cT^m qtdt % f£p? ^. 0.89 sfcTvftsiR# yfclMdl y^l^d cfR 
to TOT 11 
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(x) wrY*Enq 

3K 353$ |*T fa? Trpfcteft % SF^TR efYdol y^Tcicp cpt KM 3K3 

>gtei3Y % te? w (w^r ^n) t, to Y to YKcnsft 3 Y 3 K Y 

35 . 103.45 3^1 'YfeFMft 3§t 33 335 MgdY 3Tc?T T T tr FTR y^d cf§t f ) tetj, Mxld gKI 
3^J3 te? 33 Tf^f|^7 K33T3 (33^333) Y WT Y33T3Y 33 93pf5 3#3fo!cJ 3$f % 1 
(Xi) ^ teT3T 3fl3 ygTO W?, uff WSSft 3>3Y Y> feH? SMfltef 33?l3T 333T3 Y 
dxH gKI yWlRid % YtY fYq 33 t :- 
(35) 3«f teT3T 13313 


te3I3Pft3tcT 


^. 1.48 yfciv^K(£i yrfcMei 

. 0.89 ytct ylci tiei 


{JS) ?lYtej c% 3T3335 9?TO wm 


9TOFT3WR 

35. Srfcl^3 

(i)Yef 'Hdrfe'd 3>MIit 

35.179.08 

(ii)HMdlll Hfl3>l wrte 3>l J il 

35.161.39 


(3) 3ST3«T £313 (y3xT 25 te 3Y 1Y:3Je3> 313& Y> 3T3) 

35. y(Yci ylciRjd 

i wd 5 te 12.00 

ii 6Yte5Yl0Yte?J35 24.00 

iii 11 Yte3Y3 533#3TTY 48.00 


4. HdrT wrcft yten Y> 3npn3, qnsYM 3>T tef3> 7 ftM33 2009 351TO3 3kte 
\J33Y33>Tffeft / ^3l T lcf>Tli d^d-il, ■^Pi'dl 3n$33Y 3?|3 ^THlf^lcT viMdVld>xll3Tt (q33YYl<Y KM ydrl 

Y>sf^ftr) 3 Y3FteterYt* to fq yRyte tenTO3wfcYYt km y^r 
sttecKT Kmrsft 3§t 3j?ft 3Y Yt Ym w an I \ 3 q 3 YwfrM /3 tto!, ^ten srte^t 
#? 3t*nte Y yM terteft wY&Y 3 Y yjcn£3> ^xRiafi % 3>q Y Yst ^r M % l 

Y wYwdfoY / 53ntei35rrf 3 tto 1 / -^ten snteiY / 3r*nte wfm 3>#3Y 3 Y teiteit 

33 stet yfciten TOp 353 Yt 11 

5 . wt 3 3?r 3TRte wter % arran 3 ?, toYYi€i Y tet35 26 wnft 2010 % 3^ % 
TO3 ^ flfcifoftf ^^Fn / ^1^35^ 1 yRgcr 3 mY 33 ten 331 sn l tet3? 27 ^r^fr 2010 % 

3te 33 KM q33Mf& ^ K3TY 3?3f 33 'TO ^ tel t I OTY KRT ^3T3 3q 333 #? vR% te? 
qnsjrtt^ % 53fR qiM^r ^ 3 ^ ^ te 3q S :<* 


3>.3f. 

K3lY KM >33Tq 3^333 

333M€t33^3!3 

(i) 

YtM 3^3tvfl3l % mfa 53k MtH -qm 
^ cte 3T3335 3^333 fe3? 3^3PT $32 

333) jRn 31^3 33 335 3^f 33 k35M 

3Hy>d y3|e3> %3 Rj^IRd 3MY ^5 (ciq 
gnk 333 ^3M (qnaMt^r) 33 33313 ^ 
mm 33 Wt ymm km 3#^ 
3jten? 3®nfY3 3>3^Y % te? snY ktY 9R?tt3 

yite3<n gM 33^ y3jc^ Y>m mYi #g 

3KTO 3teM3T 3tfekt 33 Yt, te3353 3T3^ 5 
33f Y TOYYkt 33 MqY 1 

viM^dd % 3lY Y K3 335 dlsY f k> 

533^3d 35Jc3> %M cY? 313335 3F333 33 cTF 1 ^ 
#Y, 3^313 (^c^Wt) 3MT3 % 3TK qn^YM 
KM te msz 3§t mY 3T# 3IK 3Y 3fY3^T3T3Y 
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% anMiR forc tm>mt mmt t i we tm?mt 

MTIdT ft % ^R7 RMRI M^JcMi %RT 

ft ftiMef MRdlfad MMMffT Mft ?fp; Bfft 
MfoM> 3Flft ^TT^r dft ft V'h^hI^ ft Tf^T 
Milftf % felTT, ddddR Rift 

MRftvHlftt MR ft efT^ftft 1 WTtftft ftcft 
ewiM ft, gifted strt fftftftd gsjoMi 

<^>ki Mft 3)Hy>c y^c«f> chy % Ro M "4 Rifftci 

m^mti 

ft cttS 31MRM? IM5R MRS ^NTft y*l'4dd fo>4f 

^liy 1 % feTM, BM yMi mRM ill'll 

cImK Wl ^ ^ (vitld MldMf^l ’fl^T cl^ “^fl? 

cRcfr |[NT ggRdd toT 

vstffit (^i wr, ^ ys^r #n) ^ 

^ gRr 'SijcMJ^ g? Ri^r / Rfr 

MlcTt MR efmi ^TT 1 M? t 1^ 

g^rT %^T yteRTiy 

4Rm)«HI %Rt?cR ^TT, {^t ^ S7RI) ^ 
y^Rdd MR ^ 3RW ? 

(ii) 

Mftft<J>d (MRM>) cflS Wl'ft) eftdcl c*9|. 
«lft ftt cfMT^ 3?[R dft % ^TMd ^ 

r*> m ft, ftfftM> M^n? MdT^ mjtm I 

Malted H^^>d eflg 31MRd> dffidel eft '4lRr4> 
RRlMdig Rpil^TK t :5 
(Mi) M«J cTMI^ - 300 ftcR 

(m) ^iMe - sm f ^ 14.4 yyftft Wrh 

#Mel ‘eft M?R1^ Msd "d ^IMe: Mf^M d tM RcfR 
ft 17.1 dfeR ftft MTF7MT 1 danft, BRF ft 

aiRfRtrd % 1 

(iii) 

teft ftd Mft softer 2006-07 ft 2008-09 
Mdd gTRT ysRdd oil6 3TMRM> Midi MM 
afldd vftaifRft ftR Ml'del 3MMMR ^dlMT 

1 

(cj>) Mft RT. 9 {w'lydft) d $foll ^ 

yeR^IO elle 3IMRMi Mtcff Mil 3ltRRI vft^TIRft 

2006- 07 —- 40976 

2007- 08 -— 38681 

2008- 09 -— 42294 

(RM) Tf. 9 MR ysfktd 3fMRM> MM 3flRl?I 

MTftH3TT^TR 

2006- 07 —- 64587 

2007- 08 —- 60640 

2008- 09 —- 65393 

(iv) 

«THcTT 

(Mi) Mdd ft ftd 2.2 ft MiBT ft TOlfcRT 
elftdol, yTeT Kid (ftdcT) % 3Tftfad ^ M ft 
M6RI did % RTTM 3fMft dft dM) ftiM- 

rh^mi (gftdR?) M^lMMldMft y^Rdd MiR 
RTM>dT ft 1 ^PTcT ft ft ftMTR ft 

wrfo oto m?i ft 1 w® fftftft % gc^rn ft 

3?|R MB MFM B*? ffti dM fcfrMf 'Ml') 

MTcTT gsjecfj SFlft 30 Mft % 1o!M ft, MRH M? 
MdT ePTig f^i MMT %M RfTBMf Mid % MFT MR 
3iHif>C M^JeM? Pl£ri< u i ft ftMTR fft>M 'jfift Mft 
31!MSMMid! ft ? 

STciffti Fft Mf^5M ^ &M'*||$va Midi M>T y^Rdd 
ftftMd 1cJ5MT t, MrPT d MB te 3TMPM f, afR 
srfacftRld: ftMRMT dft t, MMtf^i 
MMftlftft % MTRI MH MTd, M^MH Mftf, df^M 
RTffcef Mil %MRTIBMT Midi % MBRdM % 

fftgftrftftMiMftMiM(-) 17.1 fttdRftft3ftfe!d 
MBR1 i dMi 3fR MBRT MiR^ % fftR ^Md 
3ITM?MM> dd dft t l fdfc^M, BM 
STjftd MiRd f'fti ^MRfTfMT ftdt % MTM MR 
3TMftd M^Mi WRM M>l MiMTMM ft ftMTR d 
fcf?M7 vflMl 


(R3) oft* 3T<NMi y*Rdd % RTdft ft MRH 
£TRT ftSIRM ft? ft tec) ftd dft ft 3Tfcfa 
M#?? dft 3ftdR aFJMId Rjftd fftiMT 1 

ftd MMt ft Mft RT. 9 MR Mlf^eh ^fl>Hd eft 
ftlMR 3T^Mld ; 

2006- 07 12.22 

2007- 08 10.14 














[dm hi—4] 


MIW d»I " 


3WldKd 



2008-09 11.84 

f?T W ^3T W WdT t ft? 2008-09 3 
&K, 2006-07 3 3lftfd ^ dcIT ddT I 

ddafrM ^ 12 ^ arftd? ^ tfr aiftfd 
wit dfi to ft> dft*d *t ^ arfteR srcm 
^Rdtl 


(d) ftcf^d ft>? dfl^ dTcft % ^cT 

«tdd?cT 1,40,000 d^f ifld? ^ qrPT ^ 

d5R"I Std^foT? %deT 70,000 d»Wtd? d? 
ft ftdR ft>dT 11 f?T 3 ft*d ftlfed 
'P^ ft>dl dfl? ■- 

(i)^td 70,000 d*f ??te? % fti? dftd>fcid ^ 

viMdVl dl^dl d>$ :- 


(ii) vR ^ STddT WTT % ftl? 70,000 
d*Wtd? % 3td>3W d^R*T to d? ftdR 
ft?dl ddT % dt +i<siy u i % felvj \34et*j <51<r>- 
3ft> to % ftdfaR % fel? 70% aiddd 4 j) 
3d: Ri*iii qle^ Plddt (dt 4R RfdT dfidT) 
& WdT t I Wfrm T, 70% cf>T vJM^Rldl 
3Tddd 1,40,000 % ^dl &dd?ef d? 

clPJ^t I HrM vJM^Jcm $5TT % J*<T>KI $<Cc1H 
df£ STddT # ?T%TT dR 3|R ddtf ^JR 
d>$l 


(iii)^ «TddT 12.52 ftfoTdd (125.2 eTTCI dd 
5rfcm^ Rrafftd d>t d£ t 1^=5 faftfed 
3? ?id 3 d*5R0| Oddi 4>t ^SJd 
dRcf §? cPRiei 4>t 4VdH «RdT 7.20 
ftfodd (72.0 d!RI) dd dfcld*f ^ttftd d^t 
d^ t I drf 3ft? 4& STddiaft % 3ld dd? 


0) dWdH % fcl? W p T> ftrfotd fTdRT ^dT- 
ddftdi, dftdfd w^t, ddid dri % 
feT?arftftdd ddftdi, ?rr^RT, dsiTdftd> 
dddkd, dTft?d ^ ^ ^bri, 

f»ld, el'S'^FRi §emft 4? ?Td 70,000 4PWtd? *t 
ft vifRdT I ?td R<to)^ ^ *TSR"T «td ftdT - vdt 
ft># ^ filter ^ 70,000 cpftte? ^ arte d#f 
fRn I 

4Rd4 Tt 4f ?4> f?T-Wdf^ 11 ^ 

3IRJT 4R?t g(Rt, RTfdt, 

cbNloH gTf^T 4t4r, 

^ feT? WH, f^cR, 45^R^, 3<ldR<M ^cl 

fpf ^ 4>f ^ m 70,000 

ft vjrnjdr I f?r w?, 70,000 

f^T i^r 45T 4^ i¥r ’TFT dftf-3T4^ 
% +i'SK u i % tcT? d^t fRTT I 


(ii) fd »<?>ix, 3?1^4 kFT *1'SR u i 4td ^»4d 

4^T 70,000 d.ift. 11 ^R4T ^?T 3.0 4?T afR 
«IFT^ - 

“dPfdcT 4rt f^dd fiTOT 4?t WIT % lei? 
HlHcU vjfr dWdef 4§t f^dd aTddT, aij^45dd 
«mdT % 70% aft? V ^q 4^ 5TddT dSTT f^dd 
d^Rq tfddr % Rra^ did % Tt f¥?t 
d^t ”-%?0d3dSTdTraTt lf^545R, fdlfr 
?fdfl arttefd d'SK u J fitd 'dt f?T ?4dd f^- 
d^ dRtdeT % fel? ^del^T t, %def 70,000 d.tf. 
d? ^t arsrfcT fd d^Rd to d? ft rpj^ fodT 
vjTTdT t I fd d45R, d^K u I to «IddT 4?t fdrft 
dddl? <5t«t> % I 


(iH) df df^dd Rr^dd toT did! t ft? ddd % 
3iftd? ^ aiftd? d'fKd ddld 4R^> dT^ 
4IddT tjfcirc^ d?t ddlddl? deleft d5t d^d4? 
dTtftRT ^t f I ftv^ #4^1 ?» q>iqc1 d®IT dfMt 
HR d? #f-?ITdT fteT 3fR dr^t aft? ?d4t^t 
WRld ^del % ^td 3Icdd dfrf^RT atd 3 
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(n>) fata fetal % anta fen nst <r 
taR tan I, amta fetan n? 
mtafant % nRface % % 4.2 tatad 
tar dgf Ttat net ta 
3?R affta, tad7 tartar, £RRfR sta, 
fetal Ttald, dfafad ta ^RITfe: dft 
ciFRt *r taR dlt tan dm | i 
3IeiraT tacft Tfesft aUdfdchdiaif cfTt 
(dltafadl % 3I^TR) TJMnRd elFRT % 

artad nnta ta? ta % fata fata 
ciro 3 tatar tan wt i 
tan % fad, dtafaftt 3 g^ri dmmta 
^r 3 Toft tat % wi ndfe ta i 



(75) dSd I 'SWI cddd 3 2 ta 
aiddtafa (cddd d>. 40 ta?) <r taR 

tan I ta wfcfadt 3 nrtat % 
l nrR dtafant dt 
3TeFT drfe mt 3frftar ndtd i 


(d) ddd gJRT a^Hlfad vJHc|RU| efTO I, 

dFfeftftt 3 d*fd ^fa, 4 ta 

mrc tarta ^nfa tatar dH fad dd I1 
spfa q>R«i ddn? nnd I 



(to tRxim % Tnq Tta nfafere -n fata 
affa vJM4RU| elldd %aEJdTdd I aNdfat 
d| ^jjta cm nil dtafat tttct dlt 
nRdi I nlfafacfet feta I 3Hta 


m^ih^ vrqi^l 7t dqidT cbeJd 70,000 n44lc7 
tar°i ta 3t taicf ta i tam 
fetal $ fa ta ^ ^ $TOT3fi |> ta 3RR 
nl alfe ajRi<r> nRl nl ara afa <n)4 Tnn^n 
dltt l 


nsf d!Jd nl oiidd cii■*id nn TjfTjn? dTd % I 

aita “ta afta " afa tans fata 3 Tntar 
Tjfanq % dTd % ^>n $ "^d fta “ % ansta 
an dm I1 ntaR tartar, $\m< sta, tad 
fetar tan, tafad ta ^mfe ,,- otr 
Tjfand ato ta 1ta7 ntaR faRsn ^nfe % 
antan y^fetd ai^i*il nnfeief fe>vj % I 
fe^n ^wi tans fata (tafttaifefefe'f 
fata ) ^ ‘faiHM % atad 

fe<ai4 ta f afR TPRd fe^d aipjfe y u ifc?l, 
ndd sfeta % ta %n ai w«nn> tar fetal, 
ta atafa^f ^nfe ^ tata t 1 n? 
nRdn ^ ta ^ wr star t, tp . 5 tafa ^ 

/s <s r v 


3FrFfd I tjfei 6^fa TFT5f 

aiRafrta farta <n^c^n aft? 

ta nn 16% t, ntaRR ^ anta 5^n? 

fetan n^n^^rnm detail 


ta Ticjifed taf 9s*dd ^ ta ywifed 
ta tat Tnm ddafrtar ^f n^tae ^rt tans 
fata ^ ta ai^m-H n7 tan tan 11 

ydTi mat 3R[cta7f % ta^i t[ 

TjddT yqid d^t nR^ nRdcta % anpnd n7 
ntan nR^ % aTHTm prfa ni'd n^ 3ffa fen>cn 
d^ftl 


golfed <Scc^atfe1 cfedd % fenj afefacf 
vdHdRu ll ^ ta, fa-efrta ^Rnfe wfeef df fl 
^efe cpfdt ^ ta cfe crtl^ 3PR<fj ^fefe 
fad ^ taft ta dT tar n?r annYWdT d^f 
% i ^¥t nn>R, dTeitaf tanaft ^ efr? apRn> 
^ta #7 3RRd? cfe sfaOT dfdfe % 
faq ^ ta?t ta ni eta n?f dfddd d#f 11 
eta aRRd? qtafa / fatafa ^rt fatar tan 
dndT t afa fan eftta iri tat nndnm nndi 
ll 


Fdfa dddTctast KRT ^ y^d ta? dd fetqd 
ar^nidT ajfa dd tafatat qn>-q<n yfe y^d 
ll 















[m ui—-ms 4] 


TO 95T TFSPT? : 3T9TTOI 





I I / ?RI 99951 / 99 

/ ^JT^fr 9$&fHl / 9T9TT9 99t ^ 
yfd9l y^d 95$ cflfcp Rif^d 3$9 v5Hct»i u l 
9t$l eTFRft % 3T^TRt 9>T aflfaR %^ET 
f$59T v5TT9T9> I 


<^) 9919$ 1 vffctft 2009% 99f%i|^f 1.1.2009 ^t^ic^¥l3nt- 228.9 
'ft 3FJ95*FT $$ 9$ 979 9$ t I 9599T, 1.1.2010 248.5 

yTi lcia «m i< 3T2jfcT 1 2010 % mm ( 248.5 / 228.9 x 100)% = 108.56% 

^ld ell<Id % %t 95$ I 3m?R 3 ^^ 9 ?pf 5 9^c95 9>T 

108.56% 99 f%9T 9T9597 %1 ^9f W, F9T$t 
9T93T 4 3TTOT 9?Jo95 = ywifcld 99Je95 X 

108.56% #TT ^rrf^T I $ $1$ 99lft 991 :- 

9?Jo95 ($ef 979Tft<T) 9^H 194.41 
99T9t $> feJ9^ 

995e95 %9 %5T99 9919 ($oT 1.99 

*-Nited) 

9^95 %9 f$f%7 99T9 ($ef , H«llf^d) 

93Jo95 %9 9^tB 9919 (9T% 175.20 

fldlfed) 

9§c95 $59 %5T99 99T9 (915$ 1.96 

^crrfkf) 

9?Jo95 %9 faf%7 99T9 (^T 1.96 

+Mlfed) 


9^1 f%9T9T 99T9 9^5 9f$ 

TO 


9tH %TdT 99 9fcl 


?9T$t 9T937 $ ^ <999 9? 3^jf59°T effH 
9fd vJM^cW 9# Ft 95959T t 9%f% 9ft 3T9%9 
9SJc*95 Pit$'(' , i 95 Ici^j y*9l9 3T$t yt^d fa>v{ 
55TT$ $ % oTT99 3Tg9T9 ydfcid 9T99ft95 9153TT9 
99? 99 Sn^Tf^T M I J?dfoiy F9TCT TOT9 t f% 
*99 3TC9F5 y^Jc9> $5 foT9 9?l$-9¥l$ 
1.1.2010 9$ % 100% 99 cn^f$RT 

\99? 3?)9 y*dlf$d y<Je%t 9$ *1MI^Mlid95 959 
9<JT9T '5fT9 I 


(9) foftoT efFTd % 31jHHd $ 5.47 959^ F9T$1 9T9S7 $ Hl4dM $ 9T79F9 ftf%T <999 
%f Wm cn9?T $t RTlfacf 19$ 9PfefcWf % {9199 faftcT 3ft9 >3995^9 9f$9ftf9T %T oTPTcT 

3739779 (ftrftef #? \ 399 >y°i ctpr % 5 % %, ^ 9^95 3miR 99 ,5% 99 99 H 9?r M % 1 



112.30 



2265GI/10—2 
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*R) ^ ■ 

17.15 F^k % aifci^cw t i tpm ftffcr 
efPTcf ^ .5.47 FRk i> 3TRFfcT OTHfl 
^3Tt / FT faFIF ^ 1 

?]]*)< tal '41 glcld 3, HHkRM 31 jdR 
ken 3 ferm v?THT t 1 3Rcqiftld ^WTCdMf afa 
31IFRHFfll3Tt 3Hd^<t>dl-Tjj<f % foR FF 

FF ^l^iPrtcf> 3^jcr>«si % 1 vn^Rp ^RTc^S % 
W® 'ffi eTPIcT 5.47 

*jRk ^ ^R f^R f^rr 11 ^ ^m> 

^ chl'^di), fcTO ?T5RT, dlcuS*, TTk 
BTORT, ■pSTI ^f^IR, TfkcR TO, 3IRT ?k 3?R 
^kR^T ^>51, (^R3d ak ^ 

3?r Rite *rsrr ?nRrm f i arief^r 

3j^HlPfd qi'wfqcp <^R cm y&Pifiildl ^RdT ^ 

^3iT T rfkkFTT cfn^^k tfri Rrti vitcftt l 

(vi) 

MtH £RT 3Tf|Rpld F. 17.15 <JRk ^ 
cITO FT 16% 3TR3Mf 
ftFfok alR ytrrmd ^rt ^ 3Rfk 
% TO 5% <R) 3R*T 

shifter F>k % feR toR 
%ST W t 1 wfqRT &F3# % 3 

FFTTST? Ft %FT ^R 1 

17.15 ch^k ^ *i<4l dHId q^ 

3TR3fkt^ c|ft 7 RFTT cfKc) TRRT f^JR fcf^TT 7 RIT 
SITI 

^T fem ^ FT 3TTWT «TPT FlR 

20 TR 3TfcR - (vii) - RFTd “ ^ 

3lR kcTFTT rfT?^ f 1 

(vii) 

SWIeH cU’lcT3H*IMd 
(F) 3TW 2008 3, ^faeTT eftdcH % 
3 twf ssjoF RraW 3 talk fkRT 
(w) ^ . 4.50 s?r i wr ^ 

y*dlRld pfte 3TFFF 'ef^R % fen? tfl 

*jjk FT 3TFTT^ 1 1 gfe F$ fa THR 

^ tafk F? Wefd 1 3fR H<flddH 

^5. 4.50 HfcT ^ fcdlRd W ^ 

^T3Tf4kt gKi ‘5 7 T?TH ^T kl ql^lfqcp 3?R 

F^tefcT ^ ^ cmr 11 ^T3Tt4kt 3TF* 

FT^Md, Ti.9 % Rr te^f / w Rrfrt 
V* r i^1 (ciPji'S ^ c^dl ^ ^R §?I 'MHq FT 
^. 11.44 <£r ^jtk ^ ^ ^TdH ciR k I 1 

Rmcii RTF FI ^ Slid ^ §*ifI FR 1 

dq1dd*i Riel Slf^I kcF^T ^ 1 FT 'Mld^ ^ 

Rrk^r cmk f fcp ht^rr 3fW3 

P|tlR u i % feR cR FI fcNN ^ 1 

W *q«e £ fo> qe<kR1 (*rr & 

3^HM*1 % fcR FfaFT W ^ Ffa # 
F? 3TFF& 11 ^m\ FF ^fxRT 

F$l 

f^l^l ^ .316/* 9fcT ^T d44W 

3TW4t t i wfaSRF ^ 2004 ^ 

*5. 292/- ^ ^T FI f^RTFT 

TRTtte I^RTT ajT 1 ^TT FI F? 2% FI 

crf^J 3TMR FI ^ 11 

(viii) 

(F) kf F>t FfM F?l fcFR F^ ^ 

RFfd ^SFR FdF FRT F^ TIFlted FFft 
^ fcR tar f* ywifad Ff ^ I Fmft 
^Fd qRdMRkl Ft fcFTFT 
^oidqifed FFTf ^ FTs? 'd'itl Flft 'jk 
*IlcH<1l'£l ^TFT ^cfrS'rf (RTFd ^. 40.00 
^Rk), ^ MRdHfrkj ^r, Fft Ftf ^ ^ 
ftf! Ft Hicdcii^T tar ^ f§rf ak 

(F) qiddf^ -flFI dF^d FRU % fcT^ y+dlfod 

mWZ ^cF grf FFTT F^ TTFT FT^ r 

F^rfM % -m3 3 3iw % Rrafan 

% fcR SijdRd yRb'MI 3fMdl4111 

RFR 3TFcT qRdRRl ^T ^'d FTcTC# ^FT, 
5F^T ^RRF {^>. 40 F^S) 

FeRFFF, 3RTfd ^oT ddl%d FRlt 3tR 

FTcRT^t *ftFT ddlf^d FPTf % foR ^fk^T 
















[W] III—4] 


r.'jIC. I Lfi i ■- ,T£, ■> r ■ rz llMn LI 11-* I lr» rl H- r] I 


aigtaiBKiK 


vp : WTT 


$6T tolled <tof % foT3 tow 3?^cH ^ :- 

< f>'<<rl 713^1 *1^1 ^<31 W ^ I ^jj ^eT ^f4 1 %ci ffiF l f 

SRPraraT to> ton vTO I -- ^ ^ --- rrrr 

TO5R 3TW MftvHMlri ^ (-) ^. 302, 

342.90 3 JTTTOigt f\ 

3M<HUvl ctocf {^> .40.00 

TOte) tiei ibi 

*> .302.90 *R 16% 3TR3Tt^ 48.46 

3ftWH cTFTcT ^ .76.76 ^ 73.96 

(^ .40^te ^51 7% ^ .2.80 

^m) 


3TW44K11 


cv . ... ^_ 

y^PWct cTO 


122.42 


7.2 

(mz) 


166.62 



g^?^T5WT3f=T98% 


gfcT^T 35tofl o% 3PR4> ^ 
3?pf> %3 


wfi 3S*cH ^ TC 3 5WT3FT1% 


% TO 3*TR 1 JO 

^TTO^1% 


(ii) ton *i<nfed <tof & f^frr 

tog ton Wlftd *tof % fcrq "tow 
3to wn 4to % toj tof 3f^cfrs^t # 
crnra {^5 .4(tote) nn tor? TO^n tor i ^ 
*i u Hi ton^TR iMt > 

^ototto 


^ 'di%r 


wm #? ^!FT5@7% . 40 2.80 

^n 


. 40 TfrtFS ?m 10.34% 4.14 


3R3TO ^. 40 cfRte ^T 5% 2*00 


fW 


ytfftfld to 


^3to^r 
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(^3) Hlciqi^l 'fr^TSTt gTRT oll^ ^ Wlf 
4 J6 U ! cf? fcF? fq?lq v^c?F *IT ^ 

3?t ^ 1? *JT vi'ticpl <?1*qi4 3ITf^ 

wn %, ^ tfsr^ 

?T3> % IcF? f^ft y u !lc^ <f>\ 

^ctRT t cRTT, Hld4l£l ^ 3TT% 3Tct 
% leFJ 3F*T ^[i 

M^^qfri i>\ M t ^ *r? 

^ft ^ uiMcbifl ^£\ <^tt i cpm 
fteRR TO[cT efR 3?R *Rft 
*t % fcF? ^ cto 

SjPlci 3^R ^ ^ qcllk' f^? 3lH!^e y*jcq> 

yPlRfad t I 

^)W Hlciqi^l ^ft<f>T3Tt gK! y^c-q> cf?T 

I 


(T?) H ^gfon ^ 1eF? yqioH 

S^hRi^I (TTeft ^) fa^TT ^ I 


2B^FT%fcn?48% 


9*TR (Hlddl^l '^tef 182.81 

dqif^d) 

TOT *JeT 2RTFT (R .161.39 + 

21.42) 


’T^T^I W? (Hlddl^l ^T 2.02 
dqited) 


ftffa ^TN (HlddliSl ^T 'Hdll^d) 2.02 


Hlciqi^t r flq?l3Tt gKl dl'vj <&\ 4 \[ JIS^I 
<3R^ % foFJ 3TcHT vj)cc£) 'ti^ieHCI 7 n* 
t l §*i<£l ciqi4, ■sStai^ snfe £p*tfj^tr 
%:- 

3O0^tcR 

■4Wi4 20 

W$ 3Hcte?f (3JjHlPld elTO ^. 40 cfRt?) 

H!dm£l (^) ^ eft? 3ITO35 ^t 

^cTT^t vft >HIHM MRq?d (3fR^R) W# % 

wi^lwi sto^5t MfdNJi dii^n l 



m) W ^ eft ^R / 3TMWT Tt 
^ rfm ^ 3?cft-3trt 

cfR^ tR fcRIR cR ^xTT t I fl^fad 3mTR 


dWdd eff? 3RR^> ^JT y^>Wd Fit cfR 
PlHIj^RFtRT:- 

(i) ScT wS 

^c5^flfr 'ePtd'd dcF ^cf ^ elRT W - 
f^S - *idl£4>l 5RT ^ uIRI W - 
^^Kebciisft ^ iivSK u i f^TI - 5 ^: vjoiql 7 FTf - 

im ct^ft ^ wt cT^ qfsrrci w - ■'R 

dldl 4 I^I I 

(ii) RTdm^t 'ft^5T 'd^d Wit 

Hlddl^l ^T ^ ^R W# ^T ^ TCT 
ftRTT ^FIT - ^ ^RT oft? 3TCW ^TRT 

W - FFR ^ ^ToTT W - ^H^KcbTli cT^ ^ viTPTT 
T^n - ddnW cff ^ w - rFt ^R 
RT^TW I 


?? ^ifciqq f fcf> {\flii) {m) (i) 3fR 

cF(ii) ^r ^ Tfer ^r 

hR^IcT ^?r t f^RT 





















{m in—4] 
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n?, ^rsn q mm i run anren to ?ttot 
% to? <*Y*fT ftfllto % foT?, 3?cFT-aTcPT 
?fret arraroroT ^t ^pTR ?pn ?ttot 
t I <U, *oT tof 1TRT SPcT ft 

Sift 3TcFT-3T*PT Wlf % ftto ft ftoffttT 

tov5TT t I 


te.) BTO* STOT % ftto ft ^cf / TOif TO 
3OT^^^^^5TWT#lcr1^IT 
TO? 1 


TOlto % «R$ to?H? 3 ton tof % 
fa? RTOft Wfftcf fam ft fa^ 
ywrtor to mR#w wr ft# 
ftTO# to TO* ?? V^T% mm 

ym n? fton? to iton to t I arro? 

WT, to? 3RRg> effa cl ?? TOT%cT toft 
to? cl<51^ ^Tft % Si^Hlcl % 3TISTR ?? ?ft 

toft to qfaiuw to% % to 3?r ftne? 

to fto ?Rft ^ cTtfe ^ftf^cT f^n v»TT ?f% 
fa 4W)<£) y^lrt<f) £K! ytfllfqa y^o<*> ?cT? 

n? 3T^rto ?R?n 3ftan to arf% ton 

vjTT *WCll ?? I 


(to WT ft ^ ^ TO 620 fte? 
to TO? % toW, 3T^TTto eTFTcT ?5. 
197.40 TOt^ aft? 230 to % fftton % to 
"^>. 71.75 TO'l'S % fftft?T to hRctjcm^i 
TO ft % I <pmT ?TOT to fa TO y'ttflfai 
#B 3PR<?5 ftftloT 3Plft 30 to to 3R& ft 
^tol^TV^HN cimftttoi I 


(*3) ?TO to f^ TO TOJfT 5PTOR5 to 

wr ftroftn^TOft to argtotot I 
ns ft ?ro to % fa to ?natoft ft? 
nwr ft ^?T w torn? toto? to 

q^cl to? 'Sift % to? y>tcllRlcl Hxli 

ftroto % toto to? araro ^ftor ft 
TO^ftftTOTftft??# TO^ft# I 



ntof *J5T to tong?TR ai^TTto ton to ft 
to ft anft TOTT tot 5.2 ft 6 W#? 

TORTft toi ft anft tot tof 2 tot##? 

^eT to - 7.2 ft 8 Wtoft? = 

ftftoftsftoCTto^ i 


?ft tow 5ito ^ cito to % to torto 
tonto ym ^ gfefttor 

^rft ton to %, toto n? eftor 100% ftfe 
amro toto ?jtor ftft i to to# ft 
fftto ft ertowff to totof TO^^rsrft 
n? to^ Itortot srgro ft RPj^tonT yrnpiT i 
^ in to# erto tof to gro?n to to 
to f, B?i n? toro to tom to t! 


ft 3?r to to gto TOft f to ^^jato ^ 
WTto #b am?n? toro nron> arnft 30 
to to 3ito % to, to to? afl? ftcT 3 fttor 
TO?4»nw cnmftftnT I 


to 7 HTOcf) sT^ to?, fteT ^ fto?T TO 

?F t, nxH tornft to^ nn \?ft yftch 
artoRt i tocj, nntoftft toftro ftro 
to a^?m P ator ^jton ^ ft^R ’jfto 
ton n>T arg?5m ato ?T?roncTO nto 
?nafrft# % toJ ft? ^ ft ?#^t i 
toRw, to’ ^ ^rto ^ototft 

^toTT % ftcR *jR 4 l ftft*T ?)T 3T^?8RT 3TTfcf 

?i?5P r ncTO nto ?na to ft % ntoft? 4 ft 
?t^ I ??to atottocT, to 5 ^n?to tore! 

toro % to^e ftto ^ ft#, 
anrro wr torto to am nrftron to 
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( 7 T) q? tott \TO tot FTO 
'’Ml'ti tol tpii'C ctod % teF? 3TWS 
q^^MT^^atoSTTO^TOH 
to TF? Mxjiciqi TOT T3T[ qSt to TOtt 
toW dl 4 lcl ^T qsf fcpTOT i i u l*ll ^ toix 

toii I 


(<i>) 31^412 - wnf y^’W'i tot % aitor 
9T?nto to (if) ^t, Hlddl^ tot TOto 
tof % to >nf^w 3 'Mf^fcHd 

’tlqwil TO% % tcF? oqiHcp 

wtotvto i 


(T3) 3 TOto 25 far eft 

373$! TTM 12 ^iT Ft afar AicfC< 9TOT 
tof I afarto 14 cl ^7 

to ^5T TOR fto t, 3Rfa to 

FT^ Toq * TORT RT TTTOT t to? 

Hdid<P *i<5ix u i TOftt Tt Pi^lRd xidtd TOTT 

to I 


FT) 37W3 S5gdf7 W (^ 17) toTT*q 
TOT 3 T5 . 1.83 SfeT FT to arftoq to 
I TOFT 3 TOlfcId F? T^. 12 HfeT 
^ qito Titer % IcFJ % ate \dto TO 
qto 3Fto to % to TOfto ^ TO 
toTTOt I ywiRid FT % W&fa % toi 
7 TTOT tel tot to * 1 $ % I TOF FT TO 

fato tojcF 3Rfa cfc 3TFT TO^T 37fvfo 

TO^atetofTOlf to WFTTt, 

gf*R FT MRd TO$ TO fto 3 q£f 
IcTO TO % I toTFT TOT to 

■^pR ft to wTteiT f>^ ate to Tjto i 


toTeT ^ HFJ^ ?Ht, ^ WT torq to 

qtoto % TTFTFFTOTO 3 qto ^ TO £ £ 

WT £ <TcfaFT Tjfttot ate to TjfolTto qr 
to, to ^jatet dffidd % aicTO xTiTstef^r % 
^^antoenFitoTM l 


Fte tot fteited to to TOifod to tot 
^RTfteMTOTnTT^^^ eTTTO^ TO 

t I troro 3te tt yRidw tto 

tercTT37t % TO TTT^ vTO, ^ ^ f^TOT % 
TFtePTT^TOT'TO I 


TT^-57 TOT 3 Hlddlgl ^1 TO%d TOlt % 
IcR % 3FTFfcT ^ ^fT / ^ ^ 
HIcHdl^l ^T <Et TO^TT, ^ T3I# TO^T, 

viciR ^ ete aFR^ 35T ViRde'l, “H-SlRd 
TOTT, v3^fo>T^ >33HT, f^FT TOFTTOlf TO cT 
'TOT ate 3FcT ^ ^ ^TT TORT TOlf^T | 
FT ^ tori TOFTT t f^ wtet^T ^ 
^sf TT. 9 (TFTate^t) ^TT TTf^T^T 9^ % to 


25 to ft:*JdT5 TO^T JTPfcfM ^7 
ar^TTT 3FTTOT TO % f^, ^ FT 14 ^ 
arlto Ft ater tot^ ^r ato ^t\ tocT, 
Rt:tjc^> ‘h^k u i araUr ^ TO i -gq i to T^q ^ 
tttot ^rr tttot t i ^tt tott ft 20 to ^ 
(25x12/14) Rr:^7 ami^T qroto f 1 
q? gsi tort wttt ftrto ^ ?ft, toto 
Rr:^c^ amfe ^ «Fft w ^gsira ton i, 
TORlt 1 


TOm TOT ^ To. 1.83 9fcl FT ^ aitoTO 
Tto % (fd toto ai m yTOcff ^ 

TO%) 3T^TTTT ^ I to^, TOdftf^ TSITOT % *0% 

q^ci to ate ftmt % to tofoi itt 

ch^TTO ^rif % ITn. 1.835fcTTO%FTO 

^TcTO TO5TT"T ^T % TO^T tort, ItefTOT, 

toto smtet qro % ^siro to q>r tt| % 
to TOfm qto i te( tost^t f % 
TFaff'M % qet q. 9 (TOto^) ^ cte 
toto toftot ^ TOit ?tot % to 

40 to Tt TOKT ^ to I 1.83 yfaFTSTf 

^T q5T tort TT ^Ti TORRTO 9TO qff 
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j j!nci 

r^rfcH rrn^r^vBp7^Kf| f^EcTnMvJ 

j 11 f^JfcPTi F*a 


(^T) SrafcRT 3? % ??3ft ft ^ J ld 3TO 
3TgFFTt 3ft 3RRT3 3??ft 3ft FTTft 'FTefl? 3ft 
TO? ft, 3TW3 5TCJe3? ft, 3^H U M 
i3Frafr20ioft5^ft^^n i 

'ft'Hlfo «jjfl|iR[ efrn^f ft? 3|$»>W ft? *i«TO ft 
ft?T (v) (^tfl cTTTO ^fe) % TO {^.} ftj v3tR ft 
M33 toT ’FH 8H, FT 3IW^ 

9^e3> % 3Tg^WT 35T 100% wft 

? 1 fftffe ^ ft5 TTN^st / 

HMiciM ft? 3T^?R ^^c^jjft^ ft 60% 3ft 

5^c3> 3|fe^F? 'fttFT 3|^Rj|^T 3Rft <f> 31^ 
M^3ft ^3T t 1 3Fft eft FT 9^c3? ft^ 

cFT Wt Rft f 3fa F^ft3TT^ ft 100% 3ft 

?m ft fcf3T 3n.-?F^TT t 1 ffqg^TR, ^Rnfft? 

(S.) ft TOTfftcT t, 108.56% 3ft yRl^lddl 

3Rft? tftlft^ 3T W>Z g^c3> Pl^fRd 1ft?3 
3TT^T3?ftf 1 


6.1. w TO^T ft 8 *TTft 2010 3ft yrh TOT ^3RT 3ft?R ft ^ 3?I 3TFta 

^nwtu I ft TOT3 3ft 9^3 3Tftf 3ft sqRsZJT 3Rft ^ “WR ^3^” ^Rjlcf 3l I^FJ3cT 

^rnf ft w^t€t #? ^ite wftwcfoft / ^ra^frf #raftf. % anft33ft 3ft ^ft 3ft aft? 
W^RT wfrWvrfaft ft 3Rft-3FTft 3313^1 

6.2. ^rg^rf 3ft wMHw ft ft 3 *rsM^t 3ft PiMfoifei fafaft *r 4>i^i 4 3v?ft 3ft 

®ft> 

(j) 3T^ STOT «£Wft 3ft Wll^MKift 3?T TO ePTlft ft? TO 3ft 3ft* 31^ STTO 3ft ftftoKll '^Jf 

3Rft §3 w fft*^r ftte I 

(8) ft*T*f fcHftft>S 3ft TOIB 31 3$ ftfft? 35 fft^RF^T TOFT 3* 3ft 3t 

1^ % ftta* fete *ra / f^Rft^cT^ i ^3iiftV<ft 3*r wm 3ft fcwM to 3?*ft 
ft? 3T3 33? WcTI? % ftfeR >3Fft, SR 5 ?! % *TRT ^T^RfJTDT 3ft ftvf ft ! 

6.3. ^ *Tg3fl *J33T^ ft ftM fePTT TO «JT, % fft3T3? 28 Flft 2010 ft> arcft TO 

ft? 5RT 3TFft yfctel ft?T3Rfttft3ft 3 ft PjHI j^ %> 


(i) 3ft aflFTT 3fR 3T^ 3TTO 3ft 7 RHT 3* *ig3d 3fl3Tf % ftl*FT fftTO* ^ 33f I|£ sft I 
vfanfft? TOT3ft 3 ?f to ft aft? vRrrfft? *rg3d *jroft 4 vft? tor w, 3ft era aft? 3 f£ 










16 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


aror At toftt wto TOfctot A toto FTtof A 3fjwr At ^ % \ ^R^rfr 
to to cpt toTOq hri torn artoto to tot t i 3 t^rj^t A st^hr ^ amT 

3k to STTOT3ft <£l Wfl eft to 4^HIMcbl TO cj§t tot t I ^ M A TOFTT, 3Fto 
TOJ<?3> % Rltk u l A IcR HISS'S! % 3l Rtcft ^5 3FPR % r HT T T 3k f$FT-^ 31MC gC TO 
^t tot t I fW TOPR to to toWT^W 3 k totTO WR^T to TO 3 T^TTcT 3 lto I, 
to 5 *ceFT ^ aiTOl, TO? aTTOT A efTTOj^, 3TR|cp gVTl WgsTl TOllelH 3k aiTOi gft 
TO JMM-il % ^ ?Rf TOTO t I ^Tf TOTO nft aTTOT, to STRctT TOTO t I fTO 3TOR 
A, 80% to *H|f)cffl 3k WcR-kt^chtf (TORTR km) to A TOTTOT t, ^ aTTOT 
/ 31^5 ^S'ft n?l W’dlcHT ’'TORp i||^ TOcF WW HNI TO aTOlRet ^ Ril'dTO JjfcT 

tot<R A wf fto vr wtott t, 3k toto TOrogyf wr to to> k 3 toror kfe 
% cFfoftTO 3TgHlct TO I 

(ii) A to to % w^rr ^to aro^geTt to^R ^tota TOft Atm to t I Rto A 

toft A we to toaftro, tot wr 3 torto fttoTOfl ^ftoaft A wrt-wto tof! cpt 
^c^Rki (jR^ cj?f Rm>^ cf?r aiHdi to Rrk toto 1? i vri'diRp wgro ^qi4 A <fi^M 
fto tot % *toto cpt to Asm A to torto di'wRicp to A tom t i 
srwT^r, 3mtw / *7tor A*\ m$> % wi ^pff % ^Tcj^rr 4 kk t i 
wm, eft ^fcrfkr %cjr 2 ^t ^ ^cri (kw) #, sr^su ffc8\ 

"ft ^ NiHd&lflJ 3rfhBcPT 4 kR7 ^fdfcj’l 7j?t % I ftw>ct ^t '4 ) TRfsft^tcTl cFt ^5t- 
*¥r, 5-6 hIct wn^i i^fkr^6^i ton At ^ ton szn % i 

^|Rh ^«e^3kt, cRtdel c^lM^f) n ^ ^ef ^<*>1 eTRT ctl^ 3PRcf> yiKI cfR^ tr 

to tftfR At, nRifen 7 ^ 8 nfet to Ti site Rrw^ n?t Ati Tfwn ^ t I ^rto 
Tt, W^t WimRl % 6fK ^cf TFT^ A TIRT Wt ^ ft ^ri-STOT C^f aTtoeTR 60 

^ 70 wtw wn ^fcl cpf tr ^frfkr ^R kft t, 

(iii) to ak ^r Asm -mtl&rAfcF* to? tor ^w^st t, n? A As 
A Rctotkn ft vjnwsj t i AtAm wrt^ ak % ^tcR ^t, rw ^t ?ni anr?n At 
wtt^r?i t l AmfA » A ^?twt sm I, rw nrktot / wwt % 3 f^tr 12 ^ 

. 5 ^Mel 14 % ^ 3TtcR tR fklR cto % TO72 RR3 WngfeT^^tnT^ aTTO 

fl W^RTOlt I ^ 12%HTOTOTO5^TT^^3ITO toTTOTT t cft^aTOT 
AtA 617 RR3 Atsm sm ^tef cpf, nr an TOptt I ^ wr ^t ^-amen At 
aror A to ton toti t erc rw torr ^ to ^t wwr 1,23,000 ^ 

mwAl 3?to TOR to wt R^ITO 3RW I I to^ 37RM7 WT At fcHI (12 to.) 
Rft? 3RTR^ chl 4 ll eft WW cfR^fT Rt RHTO 3Rtnn ?t% Ale’ll % I 'ji'dlRb <igcw 

A TORT TOT 2TT, Asm W%eT yt^TO % fcR ^eT #TOeT 1,40,000 ^r4 
to At t ftot ^ tort ^ tort 70,000 n.A ^ At Asm-ini A to toto to 
wt tort 13k ^t ^sff % Rrto, ctoR kto, to^R to toto Tto 

df?tfcl 4 l TO^, k^cT (TOT TOT 6 Wt^), TOn, 'd'S<^, WR 3TigJ^ 3k TOT TOTO / 

fttot ntot tor ^toaft % to toto to to tttott t i 

(iv) WRtTO cpt TOFT ^ R3cT ^ A aiHcll 3k aTTOT A <kl Retell ^>T TO TOTT ^TT 
toTO ^ eft WTO n^t TOR 3TFTT t I TRT3Ttto A ^ TRTOT 7 A tocTT toTOT toTO A 
At (to% to toro to to At FRtraR ft t) wtoror ^ 46.1 wra toto to 
nfeT A to-TOTcTT to At TtoR TO eft t ak 3Fto tofteT tol t I TORp 





3TOIW! 


!7 


4 ] 



vRT TO*T 3 ftt %m\ 88 RR5 ^T ftcl wri ft 3ffft?5 ft I 3IWd 53JoW> ftft 3 ft 

PtHdy ftt siftci 46.1 w% cm ftcRq? ft^r wri ftt ftft ftwrer ft Ptftftd fftwT ■*rtt 
t1to>to,toeroi%fftftftdtftwr to- t iftosnftstecrctoeroTft 
fftto ft 1of<? HIHdft % 3|fHR “to” W>T to t ftSR*T to foW>fftd to ft f^R TOT 
EiRT ^RfW <JWd)qi J NI dl4 W>T *to, *T fft % fcP? dMddM <£ei I ^'dfeiM. WR> 

dndt IWRd WRft % teP? PMK IftWT wnft WTefl to / toFPcT ftdoi 70,000 q«fftc< ft t1 


(V) Pf&htd: W? toRsf fcfrqT WTRTT % famuli ^fftlTft ft 3RTHPdd to>RT ft WRT TO 
ft *i6lHTldl *R totft fttoft ft to 5TTO 3ft? ^ aRTcTT ft to 3TRR ft 3ttft ft tot ft I 

ftftrel ft 3IRR, fttHdlfl ft ftfricf fft<? ^TT to, ftft fft toff tot ft toft ^ 
3TftF?fttftft {-) 14.1 to to W5R"1 ftto<NT sffe toe ^1 ftw ftft 

ftt tot wr ^ *t f, (wft ^tot to) wit ft wi ft fto Tjpr ftt stoto to ft 

W>R"T F*t to 5TOT ft IfteTff Wft WR WT f I 


(Vi) 


tofft yi&4K u l gRT to to | ( ^qtoqd ft ton aft 1ft W? 8 to 2010 ftt ft 
^TCTt ftet to % to tottot ft toRltftd TOTW tot fftfto yfclfftwi 
to I w ft ft to tot yfatou toft ^r tor toT stt I ?r| stm 

^ ^ ^rq^tor ^ ^ to §w t wrto^ ^ 

^fclffbqi % 3PTR 4 3N^d p|t|ly u | % tcR 6HI^ JIWN ^R ^>H^I yl^qi 3TR5T ^R 
^ I d 4 Id'l % q*iq*i'5'lqoi ^St SPT^t q>lt yfcif^f ^ f^d^'t , ?l ^Ttt 11 ^TfeP? 1 3l1^R T7 T 



epR^r tor ^ ^ l 


7. TO 17 ! ^ WRf ^ 'd^Rld tort, ^fT HlteR°T % ^Ttol ^ ^R 

11 TO J&mM #7 ^4f^ld TOt §RI f^ ^ cR5f & ^TRRT ^ 3TePT ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

?»nt t^TT^ http://tariffauthority.gov.in ^R ^ef$T ^R^n? I 


8. ^T^R^T ^R y£bq[ ^R^ % ^RH '^ddl 4?t WHJdT ^ 'dd’t ^ PlHfefRad 

f^ricr^tott :- 

(i) f 7 ^ Mffd :;: *TRT (^T3Tri¥t^1) cf>T ^H<Ptd y^-cliq d^HM ^ ^RR % tom ('S6e^ v 3ff ^1} 

T|, TOTafr, 3Nto, 5ratcRT cfRt 3fR TOf^T ^Rt (#Tt) 3TWR W to%d ft*? ^ 

qicfi ^R ofl£ 3RR<F> % % teR 3IMih<i JJ!fe , 4> PlfeliRd cpq^ cp ftn? ^ I 

2008 b m&e ^utoWt ?ftm\ 2 . 2 %> 3T^hr apftt 5 writ ^ ^rartto 
ft^ict efts 3RRW) yS’tdd ^Rrilddi^rt % ftrq ritc^t y y ncil ^rt rit wic^t irrit 
wMroatt (fttot) *r m tot ft^ towrft ¥§&& %rt Rp;#ri 1 

ft^ ^rattto ri wit ftfws^sfR torro fci4>ftid to torfr 11 ftot 

Hleiqi^l ’flcniatt SKI RTWT 7 FTI efl6 3RRWT TOtftW fhdl ^RT H^Tldl eft TTWW ^ 
yeRdcl ftRTT ^llk'^ll ^fR ^l 'ST(eH>Ki ^ fri^R / "RfR fWel riftft ^R RTWT 
vJII^ f to! 3TRft>T oJTWd W>t ft? cFTT 3& TOT ft>^ to to 9^c<F> to to 

totor tr ft RT^to 1 toft> 3iw totoft w?r ^ri 2.2 ^ TOto 
fto wwt 19^cw? to to tot ri tot ^tot sri to TOft totroft ^r ft 
RT^fto v?n ^ito t to ft> ws totor ^?t w^gaft ft gsror ft ftr? sriwt to 
3JW?R ftt ftWR ft ftiq ft I 6dR MJfl SRI dqft?T tot nRril^ldl W* 


22650/10—3 






(Part III—8*. 4] 


m _ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAQMMNAKY 

ster te 11 to ysjd* Mm n> fte cfii4Rff^ w to ^ 

^trt Wr t te te stot, fate dr 3?^>n / te ^TOn.d^TTOdT te*Jra> 3te 
M6'W'1 tet $ ted dfa tet y^fjc^ tet 'R dl^?t *13Kfli? I 

(ii) wtoftft dT tot<s topr d n dfaTjror h. <?Kto 3V52/2007- ftte tews 

26 2008 % w -A, 3tw^ ^jdp teter % fte dift fte ^ nfadtel to 

apJWd ^RcTT £ I HlfaftWi ^T TjnteM TO OTTte MM\ TO 3PT TW TOift 
TOJTOn^^dywHteten^t I 

(iii) TO<Tn eterdaron 

(3>) P^CctH ^ 3TOT 

0) ^tefater A teter(80%) 3tef^t *m teft to nm 
(20%) Mr nte> te zm\ tetew te t I ste ^ anrar 
#m 3 tensd ntcft ^P rr to Mr ten t i arow? A, 
A ate wm t) TOTte efthd ted te 

TOrfte to ^ 7 to wf % rtr ate teH tetrod tef 
dt (^) M^fadd 3d HTOTT t ! cT^RR, TOT^M ^ cpft t fo 
nfte 4 cTOro tef to dnn r teffcp toh <?> nw 
farote ate ted te arte wa ter 4> te aiM^ep em d$i 
I tefeffte ^ ^ TR7 AM WH^ReT ^ tejTO ^pRT^ ^ 
cr4cji^ % ten 3rgte ten t f^ tet totot ^ tot 10 % 
Wn$vi tel % to 3 Mr ten m I te *$, $d wi 4 
TOrtetet % fate to TOter ten nn? ^ I te^ p to dN>-Hm 
rtot ten tor Rite fo 3 tr ?m fte dfa ter toj^p ten te 
tetan ^ te Rte ^ ^ ^rr % rtoi Rf^ ternr^n 

Mld) TO y^-dd ten ^lldf f Rf vi'iiA TRIRteT f^SRT vjII^M I 

(ii) tertea ^fR fitter tef n?r teter^ n? teR cite ^ R*n, 
tenfep stor wktefr ^ ten t, tepr tef % fte-t 3TTO5R 
% 3TIRN n? ^ron cf4 aRRT 125.2 cW (12.52 fated) Rd 
tenftetett 1 

( 13 ) TORntegrro 

(i) ?h tor A g^T te amen nn teter t 1 % fte ^cT 

1,40,000 cpf Mr te ^ ^ tete fte "te n?i nwnn t tete 
^ ted 70,000 r 4 te? ^ tef teKR ^ ^tem fte vte % fte 
to 1 te t 1 to ^ tete wif tenm M A $\ Rwtet- 

tete eft ?dRd, te % ten? wro te TOite 4s Ite wn 
&W4 ^ nK, ted 70% 5tet teidn fte vjh^Vi teRT dr 
dten i dsf ^3 tt te ftet wdcp cpf anted fte ^ ter 

^d te tew nn ted 35% f\ Mb wi A> fte Rten ten 
dr dten 1 tot ^ te stot tefte nte cp te? 12 ^5 nr^te 
to n?r ^cftt A 15 dr nn^te w mm aromr t $R 14 % 


*i» 


tNIHW>« 1 11 'I'K 1 


.. i»hh mt 


... r< 




[«TTH III—4] 


toi wra : araroiRi 


19 


tore tort! 70% to tor-TO^ arero mi 
to£ |r yzm amr 72 ms (7,2 fafto) ^ qft J if>>!d ^ t 
^r^arorcj?iepm57%# i 

(ii) vR7T ftfr TO 3TT^?T % *TFT ^ qfficl cf24l^<f? f&lfct ^ TO 
1?, ^ afR *tt^ aw^i % «?ira oqtMd> c£? to^ ^ 
TOjqto qftMIHchf eft g=rf$STT TO% % to ^ $ftd 

to^ TO yitoRi ^rt ato stot to ^i mm fate 
3TMR P? HfH ^ 3PRT jsRdiq rl^N ton 1?, TO 7 ^ 4^K U I % 
au«i(cd to? TO^ ^ TO fcTRSt 

¥HI afR ft-3TT\3e ^TTOT ^ 3TO *R ^ toT t Sfcfi TOTTOTC 
) ?mft FR~ a i re^TO TT TO to-to appTPT 
H^Tft 3 Tptoftft & 4>->Hc£d <ft d<frft<ft aPPTT P? ^ ^rft v?3T 
^ f, TO *T5 fostf % foPt? ^5TFR tor TPTT t fa *lft 

ftto ^cfrfcTcfl afR to tom to ^ ifc to sfa- 

TOq*qTOhi cf§t qiwRiqj gjm Rl’djci |cRc^*f u l tort 7 FTT e?faT dl 

tot % wi %> to arrcto atoro $ qfWd g>t ptoto st 
TOtfl I TOTft *iaie % ^ w)h1^ to?T TO P? arto t % 

aratoft (^r) <ft ^frto tororart toto ^ «rrot % tori 
^ aHq>d 3 *ft ^ j Jto to^ ftft I 

gfRT TO *T* 3 ^ ^TtTOTT ^ ^r ^ t i to^ to 
^ toi t fa toroi gtf afR ftto iitot ^ tort ^fartro 
apJMffi ^ afR 3lfto ^ift ^INT TO ^TTOTT I 

(*T) gtgcHT cftfacT gTOT 

(j) ^TTO^T W^ % to, Wktot ^ ^TTOTOT 

% aror to toRi toT w t I 72 ^s ^r i>\ 

-wt arndi ^ ton to ^ito^T ^ ^ aror top* 

afR TO% mRuhh^^tj ^ euro ito ci5t ^ ^toto ^ ^ 
TO^fl I 

(ii) wfetoft 3 sicito! ^ a?R ^ aTOT ^ afR aito ^ 

to ^afnM % qro arpi? ^ ijrfe^^ erffer 

^cpt arro 72 ms (7.2 ftrftor) ^ to toT t i 

(iii) T?HafrM % ampto tom % 

TORT 414W 5t^TOt ^ ^Tri alR ^ aPTdT3Tt % 3HR 
arrotoaTT^ i to ^ to ^ to ^ t fo> ^1 tton 
^TORTl^rto toT tot #75^5 arto (^rm) tot i^ 
cTPTcT TO WT dMld ^ ^fR ^19 1,40,000 cpf ♦Hex % 
tom % to % I 3fe.TO 3 TOft *miTO ^ ^ ^TT ^ apRTT 

Plfcjfftd TO^ foip T^TTO? "toTT 7 FTT apP hRhIH^ qqell TOdT 

t TO^ 3flft ai l chto ffPRTdT ^ 3fR tofid aTW 
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itergwid4>^forFimM r mm 
FT TTFRT | I FFT TTF FmT teTstfk te, te ^TF. ^ ^JcT 
FRIT t, ^STcfl FF mRuhh ^ #n FfW FF ^HT <RT% % 
xrtjt 3 argFiftd mRftff>1 % ffrt Ft ttfrt t i ftt FTfer^T F*t 
tei FFjmn Mftd te ff ster %;ajfc ff grite^ ftetlte 
gtte % ^T*te ff fate f# f>t Timi I Trsnft, ^ amr aftr 
te ami & te c2itw mr ter 'OF gifted tttfft 3 
Titer mtaM tT rt gtte tete (sejfRt) ffh ter, 
arte ter % ^ w® tei 3 wi tern % gte str^ 
fte fR i tetter arg^rcr # % gfcte % ter 

tiff, ff fti grtoTF f?T 3fTwRten thfft % em 3 mm l 

(vii) yfolfl efPTcT 

(f>) tef te%m ff ff fter t % y)te tT Ttter tift^t mm cm fr 
3FJFR mFTFT FFI t I tef tete ^ TR^tef £TTT Fpft Fj? cTPRT 
F?T 3F: JJRliFR FF^T aft? te£ FteFTF> ^ qftnft i d wti ff 
3T^#r fte t l tetet ^ frt t ter F^eSci fttt yt^Fe ^ 
ftr ff T jyft wm 3EJFRT ft ten Ite I i gteM % otfw A gfe fST 
t fcp vffrft, ter atrr nter mrft^mmten fkftt*j?f ft! i 

(tf) fr 2010 F§t gter fmtt ft! f?T tetecr te #3 ^ mm argm 

3&m te F?T F?FI FFT eft FTR ^ cR fog FTFr FTr( F^> 3 10% F?[^fe 
te ff tjsiif £ ftcf t ftt yi^^^ u i ff Ite^r f^cj>d T te4 

t I FrPT cTIFcT 3T^FH 3T1RH F?T% % feP? fR^TF F^FT FT%F «IT 
FF^ T^TR FT FTPT ^ TFF F^FT ^ icp l |yi) elMId FT ^JStT TF^rfcT 
3r^FiH u H (F^tetTH) mPJ^^nTFT ^Rr F# FtFT I FF «FIF ^ te t R> 
FfR ^nrr fttt fftt 3R[FPrt ftel ^ Ftet Ften ff Titer F^f t 
Fte fttf % ter cf5^ae€c5? frt ff ^rjFHt ft ten fte t i ftet 
^ teRr ^ ftr % ff gfe n?r t Rn ?te cMHc&il fitt st^fr cTftt te 

TIFF 3JTFTFF) anchRFcbdl FTF^TR RRFFt IFF FTterm, FrR ITTT ^te 

grmF ^ 3nr»r 4 ^ ^ ten frft % l ftr fR 

3FTFte FTF ^ FFR te SFJFRt F^ te«n F^T TTFRT t Ft TT?ter 

^ RFR % 3TRR FT, FF fteR?r %F te FlR FT^T F?I te^TT F?T 

FTFF^TTTFRlt I 

(F) ^3IFT^FFTTRFfeM 
(i) RiRei Pih! u i erPTcf: 

3TFF^ F^eF> FTteft F^ cffT FT ^F 3RTF5 telcT % feR 

Rrte te Fte t fR ftr t* F^an ter f f^n ff RtRtt mm 

FF 3EJFR CFTTF 1 RrReT te ^ 3lteT TTf^teTcI te TTIFMcIFI 
FHiFfM 3 arjter FT^sit f5T frf^Tf t^T % arjmF F#f Ft^ 
t i ^ te ft ffsM^T ^ Tm fte t fate (FT^art) f>T 
mm ffjfr! ^ fteF te^r % mter tefcR Ite fft i I 
terfo FFatet nn w fte fft t, ftem RifW f?t mm^ te 


MU » ‘ I II- .. H 'MU I ' 4t IMIIIMIK l.« 
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#7 3P*lWRt 3^HSS7S^fMsfaSR3fi^frSR cftsf t' I 
spfcvfl 3 t^i skti f fa Mr rfr s^f faft sft Rsfai HrR 
^TR SKI R^MlcT fait I faMn 3 HHRtffa SKT R^SlPlcJ 
fafal HFT7T ^ 3T^TFTt H? falR faST SST t I facfan 3 ^j. 
100.90 sM S?I Mr elFTcT R, Rt <RRfa£T SRI SRpT S^ S^$, 
falR faST SST t t 


(ii) WSKS eRTd: 

HrR SKI 3^HlpTd ^3WI cTFTcT *t, wfaM 3 HSR ^W^I, 
vjT^, M ^*ef^ 3lfa MR S# f I WT S SS W faST t fa 
S dt M 3fK S £l ^-efc^ S>t, S dt ^ ^ S^KR «Nt SS 

fcMc'S dfl6 3RRST el feR 3?K S l?} Hlelc|l£l falSRt S?I 

TSToft SR-} 3fK 3RRS> cf5t 'H^K U I S^St S>f 3TK Sff^f cfc foR 
3US¥SS>'dl # I ct? 3FRS> S^t M/ MM SKI ftSSR faSI 
'jfPTT t 3fK M-ellM SKT M (Mf) <K eTTST-M t, fa? *?I 
^J*T3?fac?f ^ v3Mcf>'<' J l ofHId 3 2 SRf (HlolcJiS) fafS) SRofl^Kf S?f 
olMld H? falR faST t sft Hl4c;f$lql ^ HStT HRS?t % H R?t 
t I cRTlft SF d^S T^faW cR^ |R fa ^1 SS>N cf5T SRM HSRd 
RRSTtfaft ^ H6el ^ SeR 1?, 2 sfa 3Reffe?t S?1 cl Hid . 40 
SRfa vj^Hlfa yVcRD| cflfSd 3T5HHt 3 MSfeld Srlsf t I . 242 
4’<)'S S>I cTFTd, v^f fa lR3jfa<?r SKT ^1 Ss? 1?, facfal ^ 

dfafoIdS?fS^t I 


(iii) fafci KF R: 

HFfefasf 3, Mr 3fK vRSR u l eTRd % 5% S> W, ftfal 
dIFTd <f> *\ HSRSRdT £ | MR #? Wl elPTcf ^ SR 

SR 30% R faR KPR *K faSR SK^ %% ^Mfal SKI 
fan SSI 'fjiTTS SFfafast % HStT SRS>1 % R^S sgf t I fafal 
5fK ^VSRK cTFR % 5% sfalM ^. 17.15 SRfe W f^fal 
t^eUSd ^ ^ H faSR fasi SSI t I 

(iv) efR 3RRS^ H^RR Sfcjfal ^ fcR ^ KFR R^TR ^>. 

360.05 ffrte Hfafal fas | I 


(V) 


SS^ SR ^ SR 25% 
<1% srt fans ^ fal ss ■g?ns fan t ssifa hi^sc 2-3 ssl s?f 
Rsfe failed ?1 st i 3RSR srisfasl % r^rr rrr (^r) 
rws H^eSj faq ss srto r^srrs 3ir^ % 60% sSt S7 

^R^RfaSTSmRf I 


m) sMsfcifcrfa: 

sfan sMrfe ^ s^ ^ ffaW s?r rrr RfR s^ % rts-rri fafan s^t 

RPR <R faSR faST RRl't sft R. 108.95 sM 3FjT#R fasi SSI t I 
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RFfcfM A I$RT cTFRT R? M? M eft sM Rft M 

$ I ?R M^R A W1 gTR RRJcT R? M? Ml RRT $ j 

(5.) RtHMtR: 

3FM RRR MM RR M?R RFfcMt 3 TOlfecl t RRtfo M“t 
ydlcTch £TR M Cffe? ^ f^mt^T R?t RRTRRT R? w Ml ft R#f W ft I 

M, MM1M rM? efM ftM % RTRot 3, RS ^3T air 

3ft? M RT£? Mr R?t Tjpft 3ft? RrfloH cTFTcf Rft R^ Mr RRT? Mftd 

R??^ % leTR Mr? 1 MCR> RRTR RR £f | cflcRRfcTRi *t, Pi^ft yx<ici<P 

gNi Mr M m MM Rre? *ft RRd cf?r R?joft ^ rh MM eft 
RR? 3JclR y^c-cfr RR % Pftlf?R % fo[R RrM A 3RR6 PbRI ^ 3ft? R'd’} 

RTcT R^t gfe R?t t fcf> RR R^cTTfcTcT ePfdd 4 R?RR^ 3 TcFT 

RH Ml M cTRTRRl I RPf RTR M ^ STRcTRFf eft cfiz ?t R? 
WfefTRR, cf^Tj TTfrM Rj 3TRcPlcf TR^Tcf dlRd R^t RPR RM % «MlR RfFT 
MlT R$t 3RRT R9JRR7 T FR <ft 3^Hlfc|d rM RR % I 

RfPR ^ R?1 ft fcp y?-c1 ffc|d tTf^RcT, ^Rrid R?t Rfft die?! sfR) RTS? ?jfc|RT 

RR RRRTTR eTRlsff M I RR tft RFR Ml RTTRT t % M Ml Mt 
RRTcTR> RT RrR *RR7 gRI §TR7 qic>j cR ftcR fcfR?f ^RiRT RR PihJ u I fcpRT 
RTcTT 1? ft R? ftM A vPRR RToft ftft Rj? ^fcT£TT R? eTFRT RR TJRPRR RWtl 
§R RRR PpTtRcT RtTR RRcTT3Tl R?T Man R?f RTR rM I f^ RfR 
^RT737t RR M TRTtRR M Mfel R\M RRRR 3 HcRRRkR R>f RRRRt R?f 
RRTR, RR3TM1 R^t RTU? Mr RR^ M M?TR> R5t rM 
RTcfr M ^ RRRtwmarf / RPTlM ^ MM R?t R? RtH 

R^cf^ ^ 3Pp?TT yRM RR^ % fcTR cqiHcj-? RRRR RR ^P{C R? RRet^ 

Mi Mrt i rrrtpM R^t ’fr rtr? rr M rr^ ri^ PMr> r^ rM 

^ rM rr^t % rirtM / MtrrrM ^ Mtte R?t r? wt 

R^RT^ ^ 3ppn 5RTR M ^ M MRcft R7RN 4 RT^ ^ R7RRTR 
RjRR RI%R I RR^Rd % 3M, RTRR aft? M ^ Mr R^t efFTcT R?, Rff 
RRRTtM RTR SS . 269.15 R^^TR Rl^HlPld R?T Rf t, I^RR ^ M? 
MtrrtI i 

(v) 

MM <£3ft R? 5fcl RTH. 3TPTR-3PRR Rf^M eRRR % 16% R?f R? ^ 

rM^IcT Ml RRl t I M 3TR?R^ R^TcR R%M % M R? ^ • 57.61 rM, RM 
RfclM % M ^ - 17.43 RM 3ft? RvR Ml rM% % M R? ^ • 43.06 RM 
rMriMI i 

RM MrMT MrR R»t 3TM RTRM 3fK cRIR^lPch RRT% ^"M yfcI'cHI'H R5t 

20% m> rM rr Rrjrfci Mr t i M r^ ^3eM rrptt rrtM M % 3n?3W^ 
R?TR7 R?t RTMrr RTR RRR-RRR R? MeTT R?T Ml | 3ft? 16% RR 3TR3Mf^ 
TTRR iff elPJ^t I 





(g>) cftg am* ggRrg nfatei 


(i) W? * cffgd ^. 4.95 9fr Ipfe ^ ^ Wgtfl t I g^ft, 

^RH Wi T7cf> faft i{ ^ / vPRftTC <& gg tecft 

g?I t, g? I ^T t % ^F?q fatjd *te ^ fatet ^ Sfcfae 
gft ^ 2M ?W13?R d^HR ^ 3l^fR 3 fadR fa*? uTT^T | 

(ii) *R*gd 3fa srggem ^gg, teifa gpfefM 3 3?^to &, fate 

W*ET B? 1% #? cTFTd 97 7% to? eft ^ t v5ft jJWT: 

IS. 1.01 cfafa3?R^. 16.94 gfaSMfarfad^tflt I 

(«) 3RB^ gpteff, g^H cTFTd 3FjgFT dfte Wl #TT % fa? 
TR^dT 3RR7 gffagfrl % 1% cpj afa 3Rg gggf ^ fag 7**H 3TW 
gf^gfrT ^ 5% cR W g^H cRdT # I ^TT eTOI f fa #TT 
cTFJcT 3fa 3Rg czpg gfalfad ^ WI gg3Ttft£t 3RpTFTt % 
frte ^ TJR 991 eFTdl t I THPcl 3HfcT % 

1 % 97 <SUll <rllgd, Tlfa 7n. 3.60 Qy< l>S 3fR Rf3>cf 3T9CT gfal^gfa % 

5% 3RJ cara, TTfa ^ . 18 tes 97 tel7 ^ ^ ftp? % 

agpg Ttete fag gr?3 £ l 

(iv) OTfr 3rtegg, 1956 3 g<RT titr ^st te (T^rr^ *tas- 

WM^) % fag ^ W ^ 99 STfFfTR cfte gg, gpfcfM % 
3^rfR gcteg gft 7 m gft g£ £ i gte*gRifa ^gte Tig? % 
fag fate cfFicT gg 3.34% air? gg 10 . 34 % Km 

gfarfad terg^rt i^t eprar £ ggaft^M^ gggfcg ^ggte 
^ fate gteFgfrrgt gg fagrc g£1 ten £ l gfa fate gfarngfagf 
fate sftg \jgg>Y u i cTFicf gg gfagm f, ^r gfatemt g? jjc^te 

3fcrg-3]cgg gg fag gg t l Tfalte ^fa ^. 29.81 
gRfa gfaifad te'^ I 

(v) gg3fr^M % gted ^rm ^ st^tr g^fa tergi 1,40,000 
tef % <£rr ebrTO g? 3T^grte ten ggr t l g? gn. 5.31 gfas 
gteftetet i 

(vi) 7% 3 RR^ g^tH glcltej fag »1 ^rgd *>. 79.21 

tefagfagfadte t i 

(^r) gfaggterf^ 


g^r gfag ^ fag ggr^g engd ^ i% gg> 

^)te f, gfaggfa <pt ggfgi ^-^arr g>t 3nd?gchdi t 3|R g? 

dM, fa % W^g gfafTfgfa gg Tjeg ggggT, ^ ^ddigi g^f un 
TTg^TT I 3pg HFTggg ^gfat g? 3Rte gsf faggr tefte ^ wi, 
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f&lft cpt ten WT 3JT 3?R ten te eff^TcT cT^TT pntRT gg, tefn ^ 
tiM'W 3-fW^cfrcff % 3li'<#oH % fc*TC7 ( fcft?K ten WI an I 

^ teft te tet p te te ^ oTPTcT gg 3.34% te <Rgg pte 3?R 1% 
WTd 3?R 3?ff§FT cfFTcT % gWWJ te te ^ HFR gg 1% te m? g* 

ten gg ftete 3 ten ten w % i <Rnfo, gnartet tefn 

7 #te eft tef ydlcH dHld «f>I 3|pH d J ll^ TFW «ftHI dl*kf gg fcMK dT^f 

ten t i gtetet frt tefe nfafofci %> fte ggp mfr cipra te pR 
w gn. 5.82 nte ter w I I 

(n) wr teRTT nfcitei; 

tel tefter % te ^TeH cWT te Wff % te? ^ 
WR) / Fite gcfR Rff W3 I teg, tefr RfcTte % fag 3?W? ng 
feted ^arpg, nwnteaipTRpteafatenRFitegog^, te> 
gRT aftg gfa te cTFTct % sFR^r: 1%, 3.34% 3fa 1% gg faw ten? ipn 
t I gteM ^ tet duten 3TW7! t, tffaW % cnte 
fag 5PWT cBFTcf mi 3TpR Rte p ten efFTcT W tefR tef 
ten t 1 BrR ter nfate ^ fag gtetet frt ggp ggnoH eiro 
gntflte mg m. 14.37 tefa ten mm I1 

(vii) oft? awm g?TcR % fag ante gpm %g tefte nte % fag gmteft^t frt 
ggp teR°ft tete ftetei % 3pg pR ^ I I fafteft te gm te 
Tten-l & g* g 3 gfate l 

(viii) (m) ftcRifl % sgjgng te awm y?Rdn ten gl gRRn 3nnnqmdT . 

136.82 tete arprter M t McRi rpth ^. 79.21 tes afk 
stem ^. 57.61 tete nn fR te t 1 

(*i) npteWt % arpTR, tete gpn> wn cjr% ^ te ^ ^RR3 
3nn?ncRTT cpn 98% gg^R g»iRi 9t 3 ?r m% g^Ror ggR afR Ww gw 
^ ggrte ten gnr I i pgw, ^. 134.08 tens te 3 rr^ gF^R gw 
^. 1.37 tetg, n'SK u i gw atR f^fte gw ^ ^ gten ^ vi*nei dHi ^ 
cte^S. 136.35 tetF pn WRn 3U4!RrchdT 1 

(g) gfcn gnteM nn nrctet gteafi te te tef ^ te 3 rr^ Bte te 
tetg?ftentegg mI, gtetet^tetetwtet 
temaft ^ 3te tef te? srrce nte % tte arcRi-arcm gFRR gw 
ywii^d fte t i te te gicter ten gwite % fte teten hpr tef 
ng ggaMt^r wi cStecSte tet "ten gm ^ i 3rcn<n, 

ggafHt^ frt gn g^w anm n?t te rfr ften^ gmeR <fi\ md 
ggrte eror gg teR ter te gggg gte gl^pg c£t arnm g? 
ten^i w an i ^gnw pm % anw gg, te afR giertet ter % fte 
Fte frt fteter (fete tei d) te te wn n?f M # te ten -ti ^ gn g 
i 


r ff f t< -<m*\ 


fMdWHO n I IP 


I li : I 4 M 1 |IM 




l H* I .1=1 I *H 
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(ix) (g>) nrteMfa fa anjgng, 25 fte fat affair y^nr ter fa «m? temn 

w? fa 1% grmgn an^wdi fat tet fa i te mm ffafafar 
tet fa fte yyafatet ^nt 12 fa ynnn fat ^epn fa ffay yy 14 fa te 
atear^fat^fayrRfaffai-^fte -cfilWsmviMi 20 fat fa I 
14 cmte ate apjgm arfter te % ffay ffa.-sjotp faff fat motr 10 tet 
fa te fa fanfa fatete fa gjsncT fern fa f ffa:?jc^ ffafa afar te ate 
arggra cm amnn fa gfon fate fa te, stey 14 nn te ate anjym a?fte 
te % ffay ffa'^cn ffafa fat ?te, ten ffa tettet fa y^rm ten fa, 20 
fa arRmro fat fatfat ^ite I 

(gy) 20 fte fat ffa:^c*n ate appra te fa grc wra arterltefat yg 

ter? <*te ^y, te - mtm % y^-cim^K g?i .12/- yffa Ft yffa ter fat ^g yg 
ter? tet ^ term arm fat wn fat tet fa fat yydifte ygpn yy fa 

^FT 3TFT term wfa fa MFteF gRPR 3TTcimcncII fat ^cRI fa elWI 

81% arte fa I ^ ynny, yj>, 12/- gffa ft yffa te fat ywifte tern fafa 
81% wifi fat mm fterfa te mi*kh % ffay dymsr cpter mrfafaffay 
^. 2.28 gffa ft gffa te fat yftem fat ante i ytet mkkhI (tel) 
fafteteterpHig^: ftdfftefatmfafa I 

(x) Mitetert % anjmR marR anggyngn cm 1% fate ter fa ^gr fte amn fa i 
d^K, m? <R m . 1.90 yffa FT telte fatfat fa 1 

(xi) '^rmFTcRTi, ftemrfat tet fa tfary te teit ytet fat yifafte ym^n ante fa 
arte^ fa wr Ffafad falte ^ eTTTnR ^ te fat ^TcR ^ ef^eT nR tern ^TMT 
fa I ^yryrtteymfaaFT with tet fa arte ^ 4 fate fat artey^yteynm 
ante te term tet fat te fa neny yy mite fa ^ te fa anjfatfte te cm 
fate nte fafafte I i 

fate fate fa ^RcT arm^chdi ^. 23.25 nte fafaifaid fafar fa I ^ tern 
fafarfte te' fa te ggartet gRj ar^ter tete ^ihm ^ g fa, ar^ ante 
nte fa amfa gg ^ftete fa ar^rg t I gfa tenn gnm, te 
gnartet wit fapffat, ftefa tenfat fa fate ^rtet fa, wm armgemn fa 
ffag gg fatefar fat ^ ^ fafarfte nHT mTdT fa I fawn ^. 1.54 gfar fatatet 

gfar te fafafate faFn w?n fa i 

(xii) wr tenafT fat fafa tet fat ^ct fatatet gg arnnte f I g^R tenaft fa gnro 
augend! ^. 57.44 gte gffarfte fat^fat I grR tenaft fat, ten ggafatet int 
gtefte ter w t, ftet tete fa fate ntet fa fte, wr arm?wn fa 
gtete fat mft ?pp fafattte ffam ^nen fa i grR ten ^. 108.53 te fatartet 
gffafatefatmfafa i 

grRtenfatg^tegfatefa wnfadHch-iiifa^gfafamRfa I 

(xiii) ter, tettet irn ywite ante ar^gjfa tefar tet fa ffag err^ffag te 

te ttetet ^ tfagrg Ifafate ter fa, g?R fa fafat tteq?r argncT te fa gw gg 


2265 Gl/10-4 
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f%477 4^f f%47 t I 7R7 W 3 ^ 47 747 7?4 ^ ^47 3 773fRM 3 cbFT t f%, 
3\n\fk> MTdlRld 4#T4 100 % eftF Md Ft4T, 4F7 77 faRft d£t4 

474f 4$t 3TteTT / ^rmT 4^i t i 


U>6c1lf^cf dRRlol 77 dc?R 7^ 7t off? 3T474> % vidR 4?t 4>^ 9x71^11 41?l ]?, 

1%# 7771447 4?T £414 4 777417, 71744ft TPfcf^frt 4?T 37J7T44I ft d<£Ul % 
f%7 f^TRTcPr 47 74T4 4?T uTT^t # I cKj'HU, 4^14 7t4T % foT7 R4T4cf[ ^ f%7T7 3?ft 
4714 ^4417 IftftYFTTft 7t4\ % fcT7 944 47 % 60% 77 441*1 Tllft § I d<Tl4 
6dTe1 % fcT7 TlfftPT 4?744 47 ft R4l4d TTTTRT cftF 314741 cfllftf % felVJ 74x1 47 
% 60% 77 7414 cf?f vJH^t t I 

(xiv) faftTmnfr r rt7T, ftTcft %ft ^ 377 / tittri ?i%t %t TftriTT 4ft 3F4 hsimthI / 
RRft dfftTeft % 477T4 4 7471 7lftHT7l3ft % 3FJ7S 7 3T7%4 3Fpjrft ft TTlfftcT f%4T 
44it I 

(xv) 3T77>4 7^741 3R^£% 7 3 Rq TtTTxRt 3ft7 Rpftl cf^Heft ft 74x1 #7, RRftRb 2005 % 

TPfctWl ft 77774 RrHT 3?|7 4lft ftTcl 77 44fl 4^4 #? 

% 7> 7 7^ fttcft 44 7^ix u l, dcTR fft4f4cft 7T$, ftlxf gl7l 4174 77 Rl4*dft 4ft cItI'TI 47 
7T%4 fftl? Rift % 4T4 4 4ft 7l4>4 / 4 ftft 7) 4)7 ft 44lft % toT7 4ft 1%7T4T, 
fftRef 77 77 4 U ^W<I^ 7 4ft t%7T4T, f%4 4777 7 feTJ 7414145 fftrft4T7 t B4 
4477 7, R74ftl T^ft £171 7T7 f%7 Rift 77 R4 74M4> 447 4ft 44lft / Tjgft 417ft / 
Tftl oT 4T4 457ft 4ft RTfcI 4 4 7 7 ^471 3T4Rl 7 f^4 4'SK U I T^TR 4 TfpgRT, f7^e4> 
f^47 7#IcI fcP4 44 t I 

(xvi) RleiRld TRcImI / 44 c||7Rl7l 77 6444 7 7144 ^ 7 rT 4 gTTT 774 tRrt f^ef % 

4t4 44 ^ 7 74f ^ feTCTTT, 474T4 ^ 74 tT 4^ ^5444 747 77 f 3^ PlHdM 
747 77 dlRb ^T4T44Rft7 4?t 7T?4 % feR 7 tT 4 474T4 4>f *414 7144 747 7 

3Tfa4> 7 c 44 ^7 77 374t445rrf 7 7c44 7 feR 54T7 44 4^4414 4 474T4I, 4f^ 74 
77 ^ 44477 ^7 t 7 7 4474 41 44-3441^4 XgfcRR 4 17ef 77 7 4474 
7437 7?4I | 4t 4^ f^TR ^ 754 ^41, 3Tlt^ 3RT 377474 414411 ^ 3T44tf^4 fcRTT 44T t 
3?R "34fei7 ^77 HIHd 4 ^ 3l^7l|c;d ^ I 

(xvii) 7lcTt|l^l #71 7T4#4 444^ % fcFJ 7#7^7 7^4 7Hf^fcTd ^l4T3f! 4TI 7^4W£ 4R^ 
'jlTTlfcp ^73Mt^t 4T7I 7^!474 fcRn 4411, 4t4 2{ii) 4?t 7R^"4 Rb7l 441 ft I 

9.1 HI J kfM 4?T m 2.8 % 37J4T7, 7^747 %R7 4?1 pT 77^ cfi 3T^7TR 4714^4 

fcRTT 47R4T, 4? ift 1 7444^1 2008 3^17 7F7lRl4> 4^ 4?f 1 4f44^ ^ ^14 sffcp ^44 7£4444> vJdl7-4cSI7 
% 60% 4?r tM 44) f\ ! 7^747 %77 47 ^77T 744 4Tfc74 774T4RH 7 NiRT4> M % 1 3T$c7 ^ 471% 
3T4el 4*f % 31 7I"4 44> ell^v7l^ j n 4ct4T4 HIHcl ^T, ^41 dl g ld 37^7 3T7%4 7^e4> 7 U I4I ^ 

fcT4N 4?f 4f 74T4T4 7444 4?f ^p!4 47 47 37^4744 1 TRcjff 2010 % 37^7777 t, %7ITf% 443%ft^1 577T 
T^fxTd f%41 44T t, 44 4f4d 3#7 37^Rl4> 4T4T f% 47^47 4^ 377^ 3717 7T7T4R74 % f%7 Rr4K f%4 
^7%%f%7 1 4744^7 2010 4^1 3714T7 (TJef) ^^44^4474? 74H f%4T I 

9.2 %7TTf% 7Ht4fM 4?f 4777 2.9.T 3f[7 2.9.2 3 RlRlf^ t, 4lRlf^44> 44IeH 3777«7 
477^ 7l 7?^ M 7477747, %77lt% TFT 7774 '•4177 3TfaRr4T 1963 4?T 477T 48 % -3747^4 37%^4 t, 
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wmtm ^ft siftf ftl toMI wi ftl ft f^R rh ft ftqft 

ebftnr 1 


9.3 Hi j kl$Wl c??r etrt 3 . 8.5 ft 3T^m?, crhh aft? ^Tcft ftl teMI ft fftm ft fftftt v^r 

% W^faRR ^TT CZJTSPT ftl ftcjR 7}fe ftl^ ^3c7J t ftl ^TPRTeTT HTfacpRR % TRT *RTT W7R ftR 
S'd^l fftftq RFf «llft 4 yx|Tc10 ^R 41£4<blft iftlT I 

9.4 ft^ekil ft feR MfRT 7RTcJ7 ft# cRdlftft) ft ^!W ^ *T ft M \5TT% rn%^ 

I Ml OTeR? ft 3ftS7T ftf Ml t fft ft# ^fftvft / f^TRcT cRR ft gcpjfftcT TOfftl ft 

3T^S^PitHI^ cb^n | 

9.5 Ml deleft eft cn^fM Mr^rar vn wb gite^T ^rt fft^T ^irrt 1 ftm 
eft ^NTlI ft eTlft ft ftft ftft (^lebl-Mci w ftftt t, ^ WfiftjRR ftft 3TRft {ftlcfrWcO eft ftfo H^cRd 
c^ftn 3 ?r 3rcft ^tN-hR u mh gftef to ^nrr fti ftn ftn 1 Mt y^id* ft M<g ftr^ 

ftt ^rrft ftft ftl gftef xrh aRjftM ftqprftt ^rr ft spMi ft st^tr ejTrfaT^arRnr 
cr>#i 1 


9.6 ft cftftMb S^TcHt ft <?RH, fftnft eft ft 15 M ft ftcR 

Ml STOlel* gftc[ trh ^^TRT ft W ft ftl X^ fftftft HRpT efftrn fftRfft Mft #7 

nftft ft ft ftM ^ MR Mirror cR Ic|'cR u l / szfr?7 ft 7 !! I 


10. ftftwReRn b alk, ^r fft? *n? «PRRt ft ftk wi ffteTR-fftrft ft mm m 

KfM^I T TrFf ^TRI ft #? 3RRcb 5i5W1 ft feR ^Jeeb ftR7 ftl ftRTOb IV *R TfcTO ft 3FJ?fR 
37^ftl^T ejRcTT t | 

7 # mm, 

[ft. Mwni/4/143/lo-aroi] 


ftcTTOJj *1 


yik ^TR7 ft ftr? 3TO^ ef^TO ft 


anm 


■qqafpJfi^t UT7T wft 

3T^TH 

yife«M u 1 5RT 

1 

50 COH 8 PR!T 



( 1 ) 




(w) 



mmummmmm 

mam 


80% 

80% 



20 % 

20 % 





(*3) 

3?raeHe (ct 4) 





55000 

55000 

[■H 


25000 

25000 




r - j 




- — -- — 

(ft) 

emm = 0.7*(^1*4I1) + (^t2*412) + (^3*413)'365 

12519500 

12519500 


^ W-Hcll ^?T <*(l« C*ll 4 

12.52 

12.52 






» ,J '. "- '. 7 * % -jf \ ^ ?* '.'* ^ 




TOfq ^ cji for; wr gm ^?cw »rai ^ ^^< 1 ( 0 . 

70,000 

70.000 


'H«K lJ l ^ I^VJ viMcl*! fti'Smci (%)(^) 

70% 

70% 


CMcUd^ri ntru EiT^ISE 

15 

15 



14 

14 




_ 



7203000 




7.20 

| 720 
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oirra ®I5%) 




jj25E553®2fi3BI^Bi 


cfPTcT 


dl'lfl 


70.00 

70.00 

40.00 

, 40.00 

2.00 

2.00 

242.00 

242.00 

17.15 

17.15 



91.64 

91.64 

17.31 

17.31 

106.95 

108.95 



V <f>inFSlf^H ?*TT 


^roRg arrwtf dr 


(3>)<f«1 ymcii eff'lcl 


K2S5iEi53Gi2ySEH 


ycj 'Pi'Ji'W armvifKn 


atPTFWW w 5 RTmR 


awwi jwr (*!<*« arra^^rai ^ 98%} 


l«Ljr.R .M _ 


76.75 

79.21 

54.86 

57.61 

131.82 

138.82 
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w <i u mi 


I Hlfc in n W 

lEESitig 


amsn.^fcirarw 


«rcn (72%) 


S*Rf (28%) 


«n*w 
w*ff ?i4fea tft 


u,i[^»:^mhfc:iLi-‘ , ir'L 



(“Q) V5H<M U I OlMICl 


HSilsisflBSfclEi 


vJT^i3nragJi5%) 


«i*ra (*P+W+ 7 T) 




(3>) H<^d 3TR 3^v«i u i 




dMd 3>T 7%) 


sraicii dl*ld 


cTPTcT tR 1%) 


'OT^jT 0 !, 


J^^R1%) 


3TpR) 


l EjEgEgjgp Eirf 


Jd smicn «i«id 




Jet ytiien cii'W 





S 


9?WR SRTC tt aH<iW<M! (98%) ?>. H) 




lEa^fclbki^-ta&idig^Rni 
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1 . ttv5R?t «TTr?g>cn 

2. tlCH/ : 'dqifsc! tjn , ll yM+q 3)|cj^chcU 

3. ■q^TCj: 7T3R9 3|e|!f4*dl 

4. 3?k 6fT^ % 3TEITgr ^ ^M^chdl 

5. ^ swr (<r?i crra 4} 

6 . 3 TIETR ylclCI - fi. 4 

7. SWH, 

-4ct 'flQlftfl 



fftfrl ■iftiftfe ^1 aiiq^qKH i 


-III 


3»q*q<frdl 


(W) ^W<T ■’iRlftR/ fciy JraitH <Sf'ld 

jR«ra #? arjrem sptr (^af ftr? ^ bfri m 1%T 

^gm(^a}%f^tpctHd^?3.34%) 


OT- vrjl ^ (cp) 


f'R 16% 


i ^rarw arraww^n (v + ^r) 


{^>. cpylsl 4) 

yife^i 5 rT 
ai^HM 



STRI?^ 




i irr^ri 

I gUa 

fcrifiiBimEs 


W5ZJT{q24 


3TT35H 


TOI {WV) 


20 % 


1440600 


25000 


58 


1383 


40000 


36 


27000 


100 % 


7203000 



80% 

20% 

5762400 

1440600 

55000 

25000 

105 

56 

2515 

1383 

60000 

40000 

96 

36 

45000 

27000 

113152582 

37340352 




100 % 


7203000 


r 4<wKtfl gft < i u i , ii 


232499300 


IjM 




m\ w^uffr i 



(45000*96+27000*36) 
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1 1 

5292000 

5292000 

3 


103.45 

108,53 


gfte <W3<3> StSfrn % teH? 3iM3>g 3<j(c<T> 


W <HH< E-IV 


1.1 3ft»fr*H?: 

jJKFT 333R 4 3R cT3> f<P ''fTgtf 3?f 3RWT 3T3 3 


(i) "cf^N *flcT 3 3T%R t 3^ ■§ 3fa ^ft 3T3*T ^ 3 3 3TCcT ftrrft 333 3T WR ^ 3RcT 3 £\ M\ 

3F3 3rT3 3T W % $ft, frmzfc 3T3T 3ST3 3Tft33?) 5NI wTfft ft>3T 33 F cT£l3 dT?#3 ?t, o3T?T? 4 

oT3T£t I 

(ii) ^fcT ?t <r£t3 gta 3 ^ ?ta £ I 

{iii) "itfclRH” ?f 3Tf$T3T3 cT3> fcf? 3RT8^T 3>?T 3 33T ?t £ Pcl'S'< f^3 $ I 

1.2 niwn ftf93affo*fcf 

(i) t flrf 33 gvrf, ^TT fcp 3?I3T ?£e3> 3f ^3?3 3$!pi<^lld<J gTCT SW gRT 3*5 ft>3T 331 gt 

9 ^tr cptt^ 33 RR ^ 3 ^ 3 m ^v£w I 3t ftfranpft 3B Pmfftd ^ to m?jpi3> ^ smr 
3 ?R S3t3R % feTT? wit cf?r 3T^ W 3>l^3Rf 3£f^t3T I 

(ii) (3>) 5#3 Rtcft ^ £n? ?fa wfr 33R 3RT gtcff % fcT? < 7 ^ 3*5 3 £HRf ^ 60% ^ 3Tfr3> 3#f 

3T%*J I 

(?3) 3rft3 3>73<A ^ j?5? ?T*?t 3331 % IcT^ gipfi 33R 'dlMI"4 333f 'FT^ft 33Rt % 60% ^ 

3^f ’Enf^ I 

(3) tPFif 93Rt % HHci 3, 3tcT-35 3^Tl'i u l 3ft? 3^) / 3>t 3'£N U I 3l4 35) / $ STcR^F $> fol? 

3tay id ?i*m ?r4t yi^Pjch gs*33 wvti 3? ftwrfi. 3$ wn$\ 3T%*> 1 

(^T) fcT^?fl 3 tH 3>l'il 3?, wft 1 TRcft^ Mxl'i '^3' 3? ?)dlTl>!" u r % lel^ ’TRcfr^ HtH ‘35' 3 ? 
^nf^TT, 1?T3>1 cT^f3 ^TTSfl cjj feT? y[^Rl3? R3I3<71 g^T? d J IH? vHVt I 5fl«?7 ^f, dcTlq 4Rl 
fel^ 3i^Hd 3trf gRI ?THt $ I <$\?\ ^1131 “331 35Flf R)313cl 33 3T3 ^Mf I 

(iii) ftciftd ‘5 I T3Ht / EH3T3%3t 3? STJ3f 

(tp) f?f g?3R % 3T3rfa 'H ) Mc1l'i 3? v333t33nff gRT e3TR 33 33^3 3R3T ?f3T I 

333?, f^dR«(d 333T3ftf3t 3? dRfdd 33IR35 3>t 3^-631^1 33 ^idM 3R3i tfVll I 

(?3) grrg o3RT 3^ 33, 3R^ 135 3rt 31^3 ^3 ^ 2% ?Vtt I 

(3) m 3T3# ^ to3 ^T3T3ff 3>T 3?) fcT$J ^ 3f£T3T ^33t33^3Tt ^ ?T^ 3?dl^vi1 $ 

3?^d 3R^ ^ ^ 3ft ift 3?c^ ^t, %3d 20 fc? fr3T 33^)31 I 
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(*I) ^FVtFRfM gRT F^TFR 3 ftcTF Fffef yF1dF> gRT ftct FR^F fcR? FfPt F?f fctft R* tel 10 
fcRt <B FTF R|«i| xji|^|| I fcfTR^ F? yiWM F{^ dl^ Fi?t etFI, FFdM ^Flk* Fl'F FR^ Rt 
H6ct PMI 'ill'll Ft, Ffgf 9FRt FF 3TPR ^idU IJRT FRFTF tJF> ^ Ro F y<5c1 Ft I 

(iv) hRfPif ^T>?t yFR Jci 4tF FR 3tFct F^FcR Rn F*t FR ^ R>FFt ^ fcKsi diyA I 


(v) (F>) FRFTF 3 FFF F$ FWFF HFFR T5F #? ftFTFFt F?f gP ft*FFF Fp f I SfiffeW 

Ffc Fit Ft pFFFR F^ FR 5FR RFT RtF ^t$Rl FT F*FFR FRt FR ftFTFF FT ®F RTFkT t I 


(RsI) Fp( T^tTcFP Fl£ eft 3F *T y<^erl FRt cB dH^FRF F>f JfllRld flR’t ^tett F>l f 4? RfFF 
FF 1 RTF^FT %, Fft $RTT cf$ RTFF FFT^t RFl Rt 3 #T^ F*t Stfet ^PtF 3 ^TFcT ftcRft t #? 

*t fff ^ vs-cciera fr! Pi sto f fI 


(fj y^ticH^' R5 f f ^Rfr Pihfr ^ 3fa / ft ^tft fr! ft) ft%f fr} fr?t Rr?fFT3tf F>t 

rr rtff fft^ rPT cpt stPr^Ptf afR $tft Pfffr FRt 3 3?R ^R?| gRt F>l cTT^FR} FTt 
f Riel F^F effect ^ I c? cl 13ft P FfeT F>1^ 3?R ypcfcf-1 gtFT t F?T$ PB FF F?f FT? F^ F't yifticfRR 
gRI 3TpR]pTF gRt Rt 3TP[^B F gt, Ft F? ^t F^t Fl4dPl<B Ri F Rt FTpR^PlF FRFTFT 

RltFT I 

(vi) RRtWerf Rt, FSTtpTF RFR RT m> f^ePF % fag faRfa fag TFTRRB ffa^R Ft, ffaFF ?HR c^l ^T?TH 
efR^ cf?t 3T^5B 'T^t tj5t vrii^^Tt 1 


2.1 4«Jf^RT 

xM & FR^t / RTM / gRT gF FS| PFRRI FFR ^ ^f cRl % 3TJFR fIF:- 


Rt. 

FtF 

FR?f^F?t3TR^^R^FTFRtF>T3m{Rn.) 

f^FTFPltFtF 

F^tFFtF 

1 

RPftFtF 

1.54 

_1 

0.92 


(i) 3^ fcIRTg F?t.3tFpf FFF ^ FRF FPft PFF FFF FteT tr FRFT FR PtFT ^ (F^f FF 3F <3-31 
FteTt |) 

(ii) fcfRTF i| > *sf c^FT, FRRT FSTFt, ^ F?[ FFF^, FF^R-FTF 3Ft^ F*f FR FFrT RtFiaft FFR 

5fn(Hd % I 

(iii) Ffe FtF, ^F?y|c|7l TFRT^t ^ FFFF 3RRfT FFTcFB F?l FcT 3 TR)Rc 1 F,PlFTFt F?t FF > l -e(«MFT 3RIF1 Phtfl 3PF 
FFRF Rt t^RT^ fcF? yFIcH^ cpt I^FR d^RT RT F^> 4F7R RFFT t Ft P3F^ ^R FtF %F>R 'STST 
R^Ft, vid-Tl ^R cf5 feR Ftg^JF, FFF ^FTRt F^t gF PfRtFI FFR % «KI«R ITF FFTeBB gRT (FFFtF 
FRlt F^) 3t^FF F?f FfRp?t I 

(iv) (tp) PiRt RTFF FtF FTFT FR pRBeRt F?t ^FTft FF ftPFR ^FT FR FTF F^ PFRTFT F?t FFFT 

Rfi cP FIKnft I 




^~[-_ _ __ 

«g' ===== asa -^‘rjjj^:»y=.rrL^- 

v! - ;■-> ?3fl «•'?>'= qfr T^fT % fen? jrercr 4 3?f FF-^tnT % 3nj$cT ^R-’TOI % $dv3N 

k' - < $3 TO jritefT-TOef, ^TfrlfanT TO TOef *&? ^ WrtR & 3WT2T if 5Efan ^ ttfafad 

‘V vj-jfltK 


(Tf) qt?T TO 3R3? ft foeT apjfef TOR*TO3T cT^I 3faapJ^.#i?PT ^RjSf £ iftcT ^ 

8'<d4l TO ftiHci ^TTI rriv^'-v 


(V) S |3 ftFTef % feT? ^ frRTCT ^ for (24 & *sf ft>TO? % 5 RPR #TT I 



“SJjST ftFTH 34 fffdT «fnpiT ?TO ^ 3nnff ffatft TO RfHei ^ ^3T $ afr? ycqRii 3 Ht^et^x&aJFT TOJ31 $ 
f^’rj 3? |vR $5 <faR 3 3?ST3T TO^f 5T3TeR 3T*ff TO^f 3T&RT fefRfl «?>k«i ^ |ui<ii> fen? 
M.%.$^ fen? cmr? ■ 11 ^tarftTO 3?f^TOj mfaa ^f % ftrcrfc to? 

^yiRi^ei ^r. ^ % am a vm SfSger Itm % totoi ftm 

wni ” 


22 " : ^ ^ ’’ v,ri ;; ' : : '"\ '_jk! .’.l r . . .. r '*. 

W3 3 TOtra> ^ ^ fen? wt mi 3ft 41 toI arg^rc : - 



tim 


twi’Piw 

3*1 ^ 

i. 


' ^ r v 108.53 

r" %;V '-65.42 ' :; : " ; 


3. TO^ytPNHsnrc 


JFTRf. 

1^3 

3R.’B.'rt 5lftf*ift3j' 33 


.-. 1 .- . 

/\ V A 

fWH 


(i) 

eft? 3PFP 5m*cPT WR 

• -■.■>' • • ■■.■_&■:. -:■-£■ •;': 


(35) 

^ef 'fWlffed Wtf fen? 

171.17 

102^70 

W.: • 

*neiqr$ ^3 tidlfed wff ^5 feP? 

; 224.66 - ( 

A 134.80',?:. 


TOC- " " "'" ' ... 

(i) ^qifed 3)i 4 if % fen? \3nrc (i) (TO to jnr 3 sjtoft ?»to TOsffeR 3ft 3 anftftn Rjftroaff 4> miR'? 

«hd Rf wit vjdl'ft \33 wif tpf ’ftl'<! u l TOTef cT3> Hg^lk , *i'5K u l-3ft 3 20 f^3 3?f f^sged* 3?c|fa 34> 
’TTOTOT 3>ft, 33 ePFTf 3>} iisSKW|*iJi4 ^ \33l3 afR T^fcT ^ efl^, T TtcT me ^3T ^lf? ^T F?f Rlfty 
^3T3ff fa fen? - 


{■) wm& Jm wff fr> fenj vjnR-if) '^ ^ ^ #fn $qSu hm<«^ 

:■'■ t ..:v. Ri anr®» 

■•', S-;HT3&3f7 fcn?^%^;5WR t l ! •; S*■ • c3v- ;:..^ -.«•••.•' ^"i 'o^'A : 


r "WPWSWlx 


■f 'iO Dniijs;; h\ o' 


r ,..' / • •>: 


20 M 37f f^:^e3j amfe % 3R A TfgrffcT WHf % ftn? ’fSFP J l }PTR PlHI^R ?^f I 


2265 GW 10—5 
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ft? m. * sta sorter m artr) 




% 414 

4S*t5ft44?r44 

44 

$ fiR afl4 4Wlfc 414 
% foT4 44 

1. 

#5 sms? <4rff 
OT0 

2.28 

4.56 , 

9.12 


%6* 

0 ) araft <i?r wn ^ 3ife^pra aracpm #? ^hh & «-<wrtJto snflra 

I 

(i) ^5 awfe <F fop? wit y? 5 tsrr u i ?wr ^ ^pht frrer arefe 4 irt jtft / sr^M ^ ^t 4 

44 cf4*wi ymc*iq> <3»T w< u il 4t fa*i^) tcP? cf^-id ytiidcu fvJmfcn? cjmif cfi44 / l fldc^q! , i qjy4 
4 3TO*1*f h i 

• mam 

MftW a 3WW 44 ftRfdfad ftffcl 5TOT4 efT^Ftcf t > 


PHf. 


44 45. ^ 9fcI44 4J'34WI SlSI 

1 n 

?rrs wirA, mi yfc^N'l ^ f&dcb 4ti4H ^edi 

4>4^ p 44 Hl*fl 4)1 lw'S«Dlci 4>4^, Sfef 3TeP7 cp4^ 4T4Sfl 

3&4 Hqfq^i §rqifq vftft %4T-3Tf leP? 44T4 

1.90 


* Hi HH| (2) ^ (St fr fat? RPEM : 

5 * 55 *> to ^ i w^fr 2010 afr? yivHPich ^ % i ^prafr % ^suqftft % 3 f^tr sto*^ 4jwi4> 
if cj?r 60% ctc> 4£fon^i f^n 1to v> ^rr «4rfaa 4pStor 

5*C^<P 4^ f^RT v»ity j ll 3JfR 4lHiql(v*ld y^c^J %RT 5T#ra> 4^ cfc 1 3$cT ^ W$> 3?^ Sl4>f 31 4r4 cT3> cIT 7 ^ 
4tft I 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 7th June, 2010 

No. TAMP/89/2O09-MOPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48,49 and 50 
of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of 
the proposal received from the Mormugao Port Trust for setting upfront tariff for handling Iron Ore in 
pursuance of the guidelines for upfront tariff setting for Public Private Participation (PPP) projects at 
Major Ports which was notified vide this Authority's Notification No.TAMP/52/2007-Misc. dated 26th 
February, 2008 as in the Order appended hereto. 
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TAHIPF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
Com No. TAJljlRM0/200MI0PT 
Mormugao Port Trust »— AppSeant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 4th day of May, 2010) 

This case relates to a proposal dated 7 December, 2009 filed by thePSormugtio Port Trust 
(MOPT) for fixation of the upfront tariff for handing iron ore by developing a berth at West of existing 
Breakwater (WOB) on Build, Own, Operate and Transfer (BOOT) basis. 

2.1. The Ministry of Shipping, Road Transport and Highways (MSRTW) announced the 
guidelines for upfront tariff setting for Public Private Participation (PPP) projects at Major Ports vide its 
communication No.PR-14019/25/2007-PG dated 12 February 2008. In compliance with the directions 
from the MSRTH under Section 111 of the Major Port Trusts Act 1963, this Authority notified the 
guidelines for upfront tariff setting vide Notification No.TAMP/52/2007-Misc. in the Gazette of India on 
26 February 2008. 

2.2. In pursuance of the said guidelines, the MOPT has filed the subject proposal. 

3. The highlights of the proposal are as follows: 

(i) . The port envisages the operator to handle iron ore received through railway wagons 

and barges from the proposed berth. The physical features are: 

> The terminal is propose^ to be built entirely on the reclaimed land. Out of the 
total reclaimed land of 140000 sq. mtrs., 70000 sq. mtrs. is stipulated as 
stacking area. 

> Construction of breakwater of length of 620 meters and a mole of 230 
meters. 

> The proposed berth wHI be 300 meters in len$h, 21 meters in width and with 
a channel depth of 14.10 meters. 

(ii) . Optimal T e r m ina l Capacity; 

(a). Optimal Quay Capacity 

> Based on inquiry with the bade and considering the current 
composition of the vessels calling at the port, the MOPT has 
concluded that the proposed terminal would get 80% panamax 
vessel (70000 DWT) and 20% handymax vessel (46000 DWT). 

> The ship-day output norm has been considered as per the norms 
prescribed in the guidelines. 


> Accordingly, the optimal quay capacity is assessed at 12.52 Million 
Tonnes Per Annum (MTPA) as per the calculation below: 


«. 

No. 

Type of vessel 

capacity of each 
type of vessel 

Ship-day output 
considered as per the 
norms prescribed 

(*)• 

Panamax 

80% 

55,000 tons/da v 


Handymax 

20% 

25,000 tons/dav 

Optimal quay capacity 

0.7 *{(60% *55000 + 20% * 25000)} * 365 = 
12519500 i.e. 12.52 MTPA 


$). Qpti m gt.yar d C apacity 

> 70,000 sq. meters of land is esrmaitisd for development of stackyard. 
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Stacking factor it considered at IS tons per sq. meter as per the 
norms prescribed in the guidelines. 


> The plot turnover ratio of 14 is Ween into account b^a^60-*he^ 
turnover achieved by the Mechanical Ore Handling Plant at the port 
as against the turnover norm pt X2 prescribed in the guidelines. 


• 0 Accordingly, the optimal yard capacity is assessed at'T^O^lfpA as 

' ^ -q is ■ > :• petthecalculation below: < :■* r:;:noMCL: -v: ( i ‘•I’JfV!) 


Parameter 

Norm 

Considered by the port 

'•^8tawl(^-l9%av:.-,vn^n: 

As provided bv the port 5 

^ j ^ 70000 sa. meters K 

Percentage of stacking area 
the* cautebe deed ' s 

; 709(M ; 

v f;. •; ? ; >p. 

Quantity‘"lhal& r cobld^ be 

sdvfheter''^"'^ 1 -' 

i D wm pm scj. monr 

“ ’IS-eoN^^rriWtf' 1 

)'UCh: 

Turnover of the plot in a veer 

12 

s -r- 

Optimal yard capacity 

6.7 * 70000 * 15 * 14 = 7203000 i.e. f.JOdPp^ ! 


(c). The optimal capacity of the terminal is assessed at 7.20 MTPA being the 
lower value of the dptimat quay capacity and optimal StPOk yard capacity. 


(IN). 


(lv). 




The civil cost estimates are as per the Techno Feasibility. Report, The cost of 
acjuijMbent, plantSarid machinery is estimated at‘ the current market prices. The 
miltefiarreous cost is estimated at 5% of the civil and et|#ment cost. Thus the 
capital cost as estimated by port is as follows: 


incrores) 



Particulars 

e^tadcp^icct . 

0). 

Civil Construction Cost 

100.90 

.k , 

^auipment Cost rjil0 n 

^ 242.00 

■ (to. 

MiscellaneousCost ..... . r 

17.15 


Total Capital Cost 

390.05 


The Return on Capita! Employed (ROCE). is computed it 16% On the eddmated 
capita! cost. ''s’: 


(v). The annual aerating cost for cargo hand!ingact|yity<is estimated at Rs.78.76 crores 
as per the norms prescribed. 

(vf). , The Estimated Annual Revenue Requirement forl hanpling Iron Ore is as follows: 


SI. Ho. 

Particulars orP 

Amount 
(Ns. In croreel 

0 ). 

Annual operatinq cost 

76.76 

, Oik 

Returnon aipital employed, ,, 

54.87* 


Annual Revenue Requirement. s*?- £t r-.r 

131.93 


* The Mpl?rr : does ; pot appear to NwaieoliWared the Miscellaneous Capital 
t ;--r ? r. Cost, while calculpting Retum on Capital Employed 

(vli). ; Considering the optimal capacity of the terminal"pf 1 1.29,, MTPA and the annual 
1 reyenue requirement of Rs.t31.63 crores frdm^the7cargo handling activity, the per ton 
. rate arrived by tha pott is at Rs.182.74 per ton, Tti^ MORTijhas apportioned this rate 
to various tariff tgroups.as/per the guidelines as below: 


SI. No. 

Particulars h-,.-- ^,,0 


— 


MnrvFTnrim 

sme 

-Storage chaises (Rs; 131.64«roE^3P ! 1 

Rs. 1.83 

mm 

Miscellaneous charges (Rs.131.64 crores x 1%) 

Rs. 1.83 
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(viii). ■ ^»): - Ttopertei^sagestondliflipof foeirwore br*agons as? well as by barges. 

In order to propose separate chargee for handling barge borne and rail borne 
-Iron ofle^ffte port has submitted that it hM followed the principles laid down 
by the Authority in the Order No.TAMm2/2009*IMPT dated 30 September 
^2008 setting upfront tariff cap for rail and road borne cargo separately for iron 
orb terminal at the New Mangalore Port Trust. 


- (b). ; ; Fromfoe total capital costestimation, the port , has segregated the capital 

*r cost for rail track# and Pllpptor at fts.39 S0 crore» ato ertmalad operating 
■ : coetthewow as pif^toriheoto:preeciibed*t?Rs^j68cfOEes. > • v_: 

;v Ceiwiderti^-tl^opartttrttcapaciCy ^the tormlnal at7.20 M?TPAtto toefor rail 
. wrekwetsarrNto^to.tJBff^ This^ 4s>«xcHKleatlr)wr4fo« ^dNirSpMdNIite 
rate per ton for arriving atlhehand&ng rats f©r^ barge, t>orne cargo at 
Rs. 161.39 per ton (Rs. 179.09 - Rs. 17.69). 



Techno-Feasibility Report at Rs.108.95 worses 


(b) . Return is calculated at 16% of the estimated capital cost at Re.17.43 crocee. 

(c) . Re pa i rs and Maintenance is calculated at 4% of the capito watts per the 

r .norraaalRs1v09crores. . A ?. I 

(d) . In addition, depreciation $3.34%of capital COM ofberth iMhtoMMn into 

> account** consictored byTAMP in toeartof Order. 


(e) . ^ The Annual Revenue Retpitonwit thus worteout to Re,224ftb»ores. 

(f) . >*> - For arriving at the proposed berth hire chargesrtheporthas ooosidered the 

berth-ooDupartcyfoctordofceach categories of. vessels based.** *hip dsy out 
: put and the average parcel size of the vessels. fthasasetirned ORT of the 
vessel at 68%~of the DVSTTof the vessel. Ai 


‘A-Afg). i; Accetongty, the porthas^proposed bertti hire charges abRs.f:48 per GRT 
; / per tour for fweign goi^ vessel and^Re.^Jtfppr GRT per houc to- coastal 

vessel- .■■-■vhi-C ; 

. #Oft.Otfoe: iA.AV •5:;) 

. Citing that as per the guidelines the terminal operator has to coltect tariff for the 
ifewlfUeaprovicI^^ rate of 

Rs. 103.45 per GRT towards the Port Dues. However the draft:Scale ofcfitoie (SOR) 
submitted by the pwlOtoe not include tariff for port dues. .-ok 

a (xj). - The berth hire and handing charges as proposed by the port in the proposed draft 
* Scale ofRMss to meet the ARR are given below: 

(a).-;! Berth hto«harges:; 


5 f nnelnn no ftte veeeel r> 


C Rs.^^8 per^GRT pfirshowf 

' R*0.69:pef GRT pefihouf ?, 


(b). Consolidated Iron Ore handling charge: 


Handling charge# 

Rs. perton 

?4frRa8 borne cargo 

Rs. 179.08 perton 

(ii). Barge bomecargo 

Rs.161.39 perton 
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(c). Storage charges (after the prescribed 25 days of free period): 

Its. par tonne I day 

(i) . First 5 days 12.00 

(ii) . 6 th day -10 th day 24.00 

(iii) . Beyond 11 th day 48.00 

4. In accordance with the consultation procedure prescribed, the MOPT proposal dMed 

7 December 2009 was circulated to the concerned users / user organisations, short listed nppi—Hi 
and prospective users (as per the list provided by the MQPT) seeking their comments. The proposal 
was also forwarded to list of additional bidders furnished by MOPT. The comments received from the 
users / user organisations, short listed applicants and prospective users have been forwarded to the 
MOPT as feedback information. The MOPT has furnished its observations on the comments of the 
users / short listed applicants / prospective users. 


5. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the MOPT was requested to furnish 

additional information / clarifications vide letter dated 26 February 2010. The MOPT vide its letter 
dated 27 February 2010 has responded to our queries. A summary of the queries raised by us and 
the response of MOPT are tabulated below: 
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Queries raised by us 

Response of MOPT 

0)- 

The proposal of the Mormugao Port Trust 
(MOPT) to fix upfront tariff cap for developing 
a berth at West of the existing Breakwater 
(WOB) for handling Iron ore at Mormugao 
Port Trust under PPP projects seems to have 
been drawn up based on the upcoming 
proposal for setting up mechanized facilities 
by the private operator on BOOT basis. It is 
clarified that the tariff caps prescribed by the 
authority would not only be applicable to the 
proposed project but would also be applicable 
to ail the projects bid out subsequently for 
identical cargo at the MOPT Trust during the 
next five years. The MOPT shall include the 
tariff caps fixed by the authority in the bid 
document as upfront tariff cap. 

The tariff caps prescribed by the Authority 
would become applicable to all iron ore 
handling projects bid specifically at MOPT 
during the next 5 years. 

In the above regard, we request for a 
confirmation That the above tariff caps would 
apply to iron ore handling, irrespective of the 
manner in which the ore is to be handled in 
the subsequent projects to be bid out by 
MOPT after the present (WOB) proposal. For 
example, we are in the process of developing 
a project in which the barge tome iron ore will 
be handled by a Floating Crane(s) (thus, it 
would be mechanical handling), and loaded 
on to gearless / geared ships at the Mooring 
Dolphins. It is not clear whefter the 
prescribed tariff caps which TAMP will now fix 
for the WOB project, will apply for such 
handling (by F/cs) also. 

(ii). 

The physical features of the (standard) 
mechanised iron ore terminal in terms of berth 
length, width and draft of the berth may be 
indicated. 

The physical features of tt»e proposed 
Mechanised iron Ore Terminal are 4 s follows: 

(a) . Berth Length - 300 mtrt. 

(b) . Quay width - 45 mtrs. 

(c) . Draft - 14.4 mtrs. to begin with. With 
increase in depths of the MPT Navigation 
channel, the draft would go down to (-) 17.1 
mtrs. below CD in luture. However, this is 
completely uncertain. 

(iii). 

Average GRT and parcel size of iron ore 
vessels handled by the port during the last 
three'Jffears i.e. 2006-07 to 2008-09 may be 
indicated. 

(a) . Average GRT of iron ore vessels handled 
at Berth No.9 (MOHP)/Mechanised facility - 

2006- 07 ... 40976 

2007- 08 ... 38621 

2008- 09 ... 42294 

(b) . Average parcel size of iron ore handled at 
B.No.9 

2006- 07 ... 64587 

2007- 08 ... 60640 

2008- 09 ... 65393 
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(iji). The quay capacity is assessed at 
12.52 MUlion Tonnes Per Annum, but the 
optimal capacity of terminal is pegged at 7.20 
Million Tonnes Per Annum citing the yard 
capacity as a limiting factor. The port may, 
consider to explore the possibilities of 
improving the yard capacity by providing more 
area for stack yard, or any other means to 
, minimise the gap between the yard and quay 
capacities. 

factor is to be applied only to such 70,000 sq. 
mtrs., i.e. on this stacking aria. Thus our 
calculations of stacking yard capacity are 
correct. . ; . v 1 

(iii). It is respectfully submitted, that port has 
attempted its utmost for working out the 
possibilities of improving yard capacity, by 
providing more stack yard, area. However, 
considering: did severe. constraints and the 
limits of reclaiming land, jn The. extremely 
limited water area between the ‘Headland - 
Sada Hill' on the southern side, and the MPT 
Navigation Channel on the northern side, the 
consultants could worked out at best only 
70,000 sq. mtrs. of stacking ansa. Thus, it is 
respectfully submitted that there is no 
possibility of minimising the gap between the 
yard and quay capacities any further. 

(V). 

:iVi c; 



(a). > The items considered under civil 
works do not match with the normative list 
stipulated in paFa 4.2 Annex-ll of the 
guidelines on upfront tariff setting. The cost of 
berth apron and approach, conveyor galleries, 
transfer towers, wagon tippling station, 
marshalling yard, etc. have not been 
considered. Further, electrical requirements 
have been included in the civil construction 
cost instead of considering it under equipment 
cost (as per guidelines). The reasons for 
deviation from the normative list prescribed in 
thp. guidelines may be explained for each of 
the items-: 

The cost of berth apron is a part of the berth 
cost. 

The approach is covered under the head ‘road 
approach’ and in-fill, appearing as part of the 
common facilities in the project report. The 
conveyor galleries, transfer towers, wagon 
tippling station, marshalling yard, etc. are 
incorporated in the estimates shown under the 
‘common facilities’ and wagon tippler, 
conveyor system, etc, Electric equipments 
appear in the project report (techno-feasibility 
report) under the head ‘common facilities’, 
and relate to the entire electrical supply 
system, electrical requirements for the port 
terminal, wagon tippling, barge unloaders, etc. 
Since this is virtually a completely new port 
terminal, the electrical requirements of Rs.5 
crores have been shown under the common 
civil construction cost. Since, in our 

understanding, the ROCE is 16% for both civil 
construction and equipment cost, the 
categorisation may not make any difference to 
the upfront tariff fixation. 

(b). The port has considered 2 barge 

unloaders . (cost Rs.4Q crores) in the 
equipment cost which is not found as per the 
norms prescribed in the guidelines. The port 
may justify the deviation made from the 
guidelines. 

While submitting the proposed tariff for the 
barge borne cargo handling, MOPT has relied 
upon the cost estimates given by the 
Consultant in the project report. Since the 
prescribed guidelines do not provide any 
information as regards barge untoaders, we 
have no other option,, but to rely upon the 
Consultant’s estimates. 

(c).; The equipment cost estimated by the 
port does not include some of equipment 
prescribed zter: the guidelines such as two 
cranes, tout pay loaders, etc. The reason 
therefonmay be explained: ;: 

The equipment required for: the proposed 
WOB Terminal does not: include cranes, pay 
loaders, etc. No cranes or pay loaders are 
needed for conveying the iron ore tippled from 
railway * wagons to Itwostackinf (area, neither 
are any cranes or pay-loadefi* required for 
unloading the >barges aie^^opriveyirig the ore 
to tiie stacking areaSrTheossNs reel aimed by 
the stackers / reclaimers and loaded by 
shiploaders on to ships. 
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(d) . Annex - II attached to the proposal 

does not furnish documentary support of unit 
rate adopted in the estimation of civil and 
equipment cost. The project Feasibility 
Report does no? contain documents validating 
the estimates. Furnish copies of supporting 
documents / calculation / rate analysis / 
budgetary quotations, market rates to justify 

| the estimates of both civil and equipment cost. 

(e) . The pcT has claimed indexation in the 

upfront tariff with reference to the rates of , 
January 2009. Please update the estimates 
of capital cost based on the prevailing market 
i.e. as of 1 January 2010. 


A copy of the detailed estimates and rate 
analysis furnished to us by our Consultants is 
furnished 


WPI as on 1.1.2009 - 228.9 
WPlason 1.1.2010 - 248.5 
(248.5/228.9 x 100)% = 108.56 

Updated upfront tariff may be fixed at 
108.56% of the proposed tariff. Thus, in our 
understanding the updated tariff should be 

Proposed Tariff x 1.0856% 

These are indicated below: 


Tariff cap for handling charges 
(Rail borne) 

194.41 

Tariff cap storage charges (rail 
borne) 

1.99 

Tariff cap miscellaneous 
charges (rail borne) 

1.99 

Tariff cap handling charges 
(barge borne) 

175.20 

Tariff cap storage charges 
(barge borne) 

1.96 

Tariff cap miscellaneous 

charges (rail borne) 

1.96 

Berth hire charges per GRT per 
hrs. 

1.61 

Port dues rate per GRT 

112.30 


(f). The estimation of civil cost include 
miscellaneous cost at Rs.5.47 crores apart 
from general miscellaneous capital cost 
estimated as per the guidelines (at 5% of the 
civil and equipment cost) at Rs.17.15 crores. 
Please give the items covered under the 
miscellaneous cost (Rs.5.47 crores). 


In our understanding, applying the indexation 
to the capital cost may not be very 
appropriate, as, if at all the proposal for 
upfront tariff fixation were to be submitted 
now, the cost estimates would be based on 
the prevailing actual market rates. Thus, we 
propose that the indexation may be applied 
directly for the upfront tariff itself at 100% of 
the WPI on 1.1.2010, and the proposed tariffs 
be increased proportionately. _ 


In our understanding the guidelines provide 
for general miscellaneous cost at 5% of the 
overall civil and equipment cost of the project 
on a notional basis. Perhaps, that has to be 
taken into account in any case, as per 
guidelines. This is a notional figure to take 
care of unforeseen eventualities and 
contingencies. 

Whereas, the Consultant has considered an 
amount of Rs.5.47 crores as cost of 
miscellaneous structures. These largely 
include the other civil structures like office, lift 
house, water tankages, guard house, security 
facilities, conference rooms, other sheds and 
storage rooms, parking (hard paved areas), 


2265GI/10—6 
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(vi). 


(vii). 


| The miscellaneous capital cost of Rs.17.15 
| crores estimated by the port is not considered 
for calculating 16% ROCE and also for 
! estimating other expenses {at 5% of gross 
value of assets) under the operating cost. 
The calculations may be modified in light of 

t he above observation. _ 

Operating Cost Estimation: _ 

(a). The unit rate of power considered in 
the upfront tariff fixation of the coal terminal in 
August 2008 was Rs.4.50. The port has 
t adopted the same unit rate for the proposed 
| iron ore terminal. Confirm whether the unit 
i rate of power considered is the prevailing rate 
j and substantiate it with copy of recent 
electricity bill. 


(b). It is not clear which unit rate is 
adopted from the existing Scale of Rates for 
estimation of lease rental. Please indicate the 
same. 


(viii). 


(a). An exclusive rate for barge bound 
cargo has been proposed by the port by 
excluding the capital cost of rail tracks and 
wagon tippler. Certain capital assets which 
may not be relevant to rail bound cargo like 
barge unloaders (costing Rs.40.00 crores) 
assets, if any, deployed for transferring cargo 
from barges to stackyard, etc. are however, 
not excluded while determining the composite 
handling rate for rail bound cargo This 
inconsistency may be corrected. 


etc. This figure represents the estimated 
actual expenditure which will be incurred while 

implementing the project. _._ 

The miscellaneous capital cost of Rs.17.15 
crores has been considered while calculating 
ROCE. 

May we invite kind attention to the last entry 
on page 20 of our proposal, - (vii) - “operating 
cost" 


The unit rate of power, considered at Rs.4.50, 
is actually much lower than the prevailing rate 
being paid by MOPT. MOPT draws power for 
its MOHP, Berth No.9, from Reliance Energy 
Limited', and presently we are paying a unit 
rate of Rs. 11.44. A copy of the latest bill is 
furnished. We may respectfully point out that 
TAMP may kindly take this rate into 

consideration for fixing upfront tariff. _ 

The lease rentals rate has been adopted as 
Rs.316 per 10 sq mtrs. per annum. TAMP 
had revised the rentals at Rs.292 per 10 sq. ft. 
per annum in the year 2004. On this rate 2% 
escalation p.a. is applied on compounded 

basis. _ 

(a). While calculating the proposed upfront 
tariff for barge borne cargo, we have adopted 
the procedure followed for fixation of upfront 
tariff in the case of NMPT. 

Consequent upon reduction of the gross fixed 
assets value by cost of barge handling 
equipment (Rs.40 crores), the composite tariff 
charges both, i.e. the rail borne cargo, as well 
as for the barge borne cargo, will also have to 
be reworked as follows: 


(i). Rail Borne Cargo: 


Rs. (crores) 

Gross fixed asset value (-) 
342.90 crores, less cost of 
barge unloaders (Rs.40 
crores) 

302.90 

16% ROCE on Rs.302.90 
crores as 

48.46 

O & M cost Rs.76.76 as 
(reduced by 7% of Rs.40 
crores) - 73.96 crores i.e. 
Rs.2.80 crores as 

73.96 

Revenue requirements 

122.42 

Iron ore handled 

7.2 MMT 

Composite tariff cap per ton 
iron ore handled 

170.02 

Apportionment of tariff cap - 
98% 

166.62 

Towards Cargo handling - 
1 % 

1.70 

Towards storage charges 
beyond free time - 1% 

1.70 
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(ii). For Barge Borne Cargo 

t 

However, the cost of barge unicaders (Rs.40 ; 
crores) will have to be taken into j 
consideration for computing the composite • 
charges for barge borne cargo. This would be ; 
as below: 


I j - Rs. (emras) 

Cost of Barge Unloader 

40 00 

ROCE@ 16% 

6.4 

Repairs & Main. @ 7% of 
Rs.40.00 crores 

2.80 

Insurance @ 1% of Rs.40 
crores 

0.40 

Depreciation @ 10.34% of 
Rs.40 crores 

4.14 

Other expenses @ 5% of 
Rs.40 crores 

2.00 

Total 

15.741 

Iron ore handled 

7.20 MMT 

Rate per ton 

21.86 

98% for handling 

21.42 

Handling charges (Barge 
Borne) 

As originally proposal (161.39 
+ 21.42) 

182.81 

. 

Storage charges (Barge 
Borne) 

2.02 

Miscellaneous charges 

(Barge Borne) 

2.02 


(b). The proposal does not explain 

whether any jetty or berth is separately 
envisaged for receiving the cargo by barges, 
its length, width etc., any transfer system 
envisaged for transfer of cargo from barges to 
the stackyard, any other asset specifically for 
barge bound cargo. Please furnish these 
details and also indicate the capital cost 
estimation for each of these items and where 
they are factored in the upfront tariff 
calculation. Please list out the tariff payable 
by the barges. 

A separate jetty is envisaged for receiving the 
cargo by barges. The details of its length, 
width, etc. are as follows: 

Length - 300 mtrs. 

Width - 20 mtrs. 

The Barge unloaders (estimated cost Rs.40 
crores) will unload the iron-ore from the 
barges, which will be transferred through the 
common conveyor system to the stacking 
area. 

(c). A flow chart of the operations may be 

furnished for ease of understanding. 

Broadly the handling of iron ore at the terminal 
will be as follows: 

(i) . Rail borne cargo: 

Brought to WOB terminal in rail wagons - 
tippled - carried by conveyors - stackers - 
stacked - Reclaimed - conveyed to 
shiploader- loaded on to ships 

(ii) . Barge borne cargo: 

Barge received at barge berth - unloaded by 
gantry / grabs - put into hopper - conveyed to 
stacker - stacked - Reclamation - conveyed 
to shiploader - loaded on to ship 

(d). The port may if necessary, consider 

to segregate the capital cost directly related to 
rail / barge movement, allocate common 
assets on appropriate basis and estimate the 
revenue requirement for both the service 

May we respectfully submit that the unit 
handling rates as at (viii). (a).(i). and (a).(ii)., 
have been worked out on the same model as 
NMPT. 
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separately. The unit handling rate may be 
determined with reference to the v <,f 

respective cargo receivable by rail / barge 

i 


(e). The share of cargo to be received by 

rail / barges with reference to the optimal 
capacity may be indicated. 

The share of c jrgo is estimated as follows: 

Rail dome cargo - 6.2 to 6 MMTP^ - barge 
borne cargo(s) 2 MMTPA. Aggregate -• 7.2 to 

8 MMTPA. 

(ix) 

Though the port has proposed concessional 
tariff for coastal .esse! in berth hire, the 
revenue impact of allowing such concession is 
not considered while arriving at the proposed 
rates The port may, therefore, reckon this 
factor for arriving berth hire based on the ratio 
of foreign and coastal cargo expected at the 
iron ore terminal to ensure that the estimated 
revenue requirement ca be achieved by the 
BOT operate at the proposed tariff level. 

The revenue impact of possible concessional 
tariff for coastal vessels in berth hire charges 
is not factored, as the terminal will be a 100% 
:ron ore export facility. If, in any eventuality, 
coastal cargo has to be handled, then only the 
concessional tariff will applied. Since we do 
not anticipate any coastal cargo, this is not 
considered. 

j 

(x) 

(a). The port engages an investment of 

Rs.269.15 crores by the selected operator 
towards construction of break water 620 mtrs 
estimated Rs. 197.40 crores and Rs.71.75 
crores for construction of Mole 230 mtrs. 
Please clarify whether the proposed iron ore 
terminal will be the sole beneficiary of this 
investment in the next 30 year period. 

We confirm that the proposed iron ore 
terminal operator at WCB, will be the sole 
beneficiary of the investment in the 
breakwater and mole, fo; the next 30 years 
period. 


(b). Clarify whether the statute permits the 

operator to collect port dues. It is also not 
clear whether the port dues pres<,;iLed in the 
Scale of Rates of MOPT will also apply to the 
vessels i c.i!in a ot the iron ore terminal in 
addition to the port dues proposed to be 
collected by the operator? 

Since the operator is investing in the 
Breakwater Mole, etc., he has every right to 
collect pot. dues. S- jwever, conservancy 
functions 1 ke maintenance ot the Navigation 
Channel of MOPT. maintenance of the 
mooring bash within the WOE facility, etc. will 
remain within the domain of MOPT. Hence, a 
portion of the revenue share by way of port 
dues has to come to MOPT. Further, since 
the prescribed port dues will be in the specific 
context ■ f only the WOB terminal, upfront port 
dues, which will now be notified by TAMP, will 
apply only to the new WOB terminal, and the 
port dues which have been already prescribed 
in the general Scale of Rates of MOPT will 
continue to apply to the existing facilities at 
the port, as also for future facilities which 
come up on the east of the existing 
Breakwater of MOPT, other than the WOB 
terminal. 


(c). It may be noted that the Chennai Port 

Trust with reference to their proposal tor 
fixation the upfront tariff propose ’nr Mega 
Container Tormina! have considered -he 
construction cost v1 c " *k water envisaged t 
be incurred by the operator t?>:• berth hire 
calculation. 

In our considered opinion, the proposed 
Breakwater and the Mole are certainly not part 
of the ost of the Berth. The return on the 
breakwater and mole should be considered as 
part of the port dues, and not for purposes of 
berth hire charges. 

(xi). 

Prooosed Scale of Rates: 



(a). Proposed note (ii) under ‘Schedule 2 • 

Cargo handling charge’ raa> be elaborated to 
cover the services included in the composite 
tariff for barge bound cargo. 

Under Use services for barge borne cargo, in 
the composite charge, we will cover receiving 
of the barge at barge jetty f barge, its 
unloading, conveying the unloaded iron ore, 
stacking, reclaiming, conveying, to shiploader, 
ana then finally loading the ship. 

May we place on record, that at Berth No.9 
(MOHP) of MOPT, this is the existing pattern 
of having a composite tariff. 
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(b). The norms in the guidelines prescribe 
turnover factor of 12 with 25 days free period. 
Since the port has proposed to increase the 
turnover to 14, the free Deriod may be suitably 
reduced to enable the operator to earn the 
earmarked revenue from storage charges. 


(c). The upfront tariff calculation (page 17) 
shows a cap of Rs.1.83 per tonne in the 
storage charge The rate proposed in the 
Scale of Rates is, however, Rs.12 per tonne 
for the first slab and thereafter it is doubled for 
the subsequent slabs. The rate proposed is 
not supported by any calculation. The share 
of capacity which is likely to avail storage 
beyond the proposed free period and the stay 
of cargo in each slabs is not reckoned with for 
determining the unit rate. The MOPT may 
review and modify the unit rate of storage 
charge. 


(d). In view of our advise to update the 
capital cost estimates with reference to the 
prevailing rate, the indexation in the upfront 
tariff will be with reference to 1 January 2010. 


Regarding the free period of 25 days, the 
same has been adopted as per guidelines 
However, since we do not expect to achieve a 
turnover in excess of 14, the free storage 
period may be reduced proportionately, hence 
we propose the storage period cf 20 days (25 
x 12/14). This point has also been raised by 
M/s.ESSAR Shipping, who have suggested 
reduction in free storage period. 


The cap of Rs.1.83 per tonne in the storage 
charge is as per guidelines (one percent of 
total revenue requirement). However, in 
actual practice, this is very low and not at all 
detrimental for shippers. With a low penal 
storage rate of Rs.1.83 per tonne, shippers, 
particularly the trade exporters, will use the 
port stacking areas for speculation. There 
have been instances of iron ore exporters at 
berth no.9 (MOHP) at MOPT, taking more 
than 40 days for aggregating cargo. At the 
rate of Rs.1.83 per tonne, there will be no 
deterrent for shippers. Hence, as a 
reasonable rate, after the free storage period 
of 20 days, we have proposed a rate of Rs.12 
per tonne for the first 5 days, as in our view, 
approximately 6 to 8% of the composite tariff 
should be charged as storage charges for 
overstay. After the first 5 days, this rate 
should be doubled, and so on._ 


As requested in reply to query (e) of para (v) 
(capital cost escalation), in respect of 
indexation of the capital cost, we may 
straightaway apply 100% of the indexation to 
the upfront tariff, - specifically, escalation 
should not be at the rate of 60% increase in 
WPI as per TAMP norms / guidelines, as this 
escalation rate can be applied only after the 
upfront tariff cap is notified. Right now we are 
in the process of fixing the tariff caps, and 
hence 100% of the increase in WPI should be 
taken into account. Accordingly, as proposed 
in (e) above, the various upfront tariff may be 
fixed by applying a percentage of 108.56%. 


6.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 8 March 2010 at the Mormugao Port Trust 
premises. The MOPT made a power point presentation explaining the salient features of the 
proposal. At the joint hearing, MOPT and the concerned users/ user organisations, short listed 
applicants and prospective users have made their submissions. 

6.2. At the joint hearing, the MOPT was advised to take action on the following points: 

(i) . A detailed note on removing the quay and yard capacity mismatch after examining 

the possibilities of improving the yard capacity. 

(ii) . M/s.MSPL Limited has been advised to file its written comments within 2 days on the 

subject proposal to MOPT. The MOPT should within a week of receipt of such 
comments forward them to TAMP alongwith its remarks. 

6.3. As decided at the joint hearing, the MOPT vide its letter dated 28 March 2010 has 
furnished its response which are summarised below: 

(i). Calculation of quay capacity and yard capacity was discussed at length during the 
joint hearing. As stated in the proposal and as reiterated during the joint hearing, 
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quay capacity and yard capacity have been calculated in accordance with the norms 
laid down in the government guidelines, which have been duly notified by the TAMP. 
Quay capacity and yard capacities are calculated on two different parameters as per 
the notification. Quay capacity is calculated on the share of type of vessels, and their 
ship day output, as per the norms for fixation of upfront tariff. Thus, wherever the 
proportion of Cape-size and Panamax-size vessels is more, the optimal quay 
capacity will be high, irrespective of yard capacity, as the marine operations and 
capacity are completely independent of the land side operations. Thus, quay capacity 
is independent of yard capacity, in our case, since 80% of the ships are expected to 
be panamax and post-panamax (camsar max), the quay capacity is bound to be high 
whereas yard capacity is based on the quantity that can be stacked per square meter, 
and most importantly on the turnover ratio of the storage plot in a year. 

(ii) . These are not relatable at all to the types of ships or berth day output. Turnover of 

plot in any port depends on the evacuation facilities available in the respective port, 

as well as capacity of shippers to aggregate the cargo. As has been explained during 
the pint hearing, MOPT has a constraint of the actual area available for storing the 
cargo. Besides, there are severe constraints in aggregation of cargo due to poor rail 
connectivity. At the moment, MOPT sometimes receives only 2 railway rakes per 
day, on an average 4 rakes per day in any year. In the last 2 years, MOPT has never 
received more than 5-6 rakes per day. 6 rakes a day is a rarity. Since the proposed 
WOB terminal is iargely dependent upon receipt of iron ore by rakes, it is not 
expected to receive more than 7 to 8 rakes per day, in future with improved rail 

connectivity over a long period of time, which itself restricts the yard capacity to a 

maximum of 6 to 7 million tonnes p.a 

(iii) . Even the area which is being considered for storage yard is available after 

reclamation of water front only. Within the limited available area, port has to calculate 
the yard capacity. As stated in the proposal, port has been able to get the yard 
capacity of 7.2 million MTs p.a, only after considering turnover of 14, as against 12 as 
per the guidelines and norms. If the prescribed norm of 12 is strictly considered, the 
yard capacity would be much lower, at 6.17 million MTs. If port has to match the yard 
capacity with quay capacity, then port has to necessarily have an area of 
approximately 1,23,000 square meters only for storage, which is next to impossible. 
Besides, port should be able to receive that much (12 MT) of cargo (iron-ore), which 
is going to be impossible As explained during the joint hearing, total area available 
for the project including storage is only 1,40,000 square meters, out of which at best 
70,000 square meters can be earmarked for storage yard, and balance for other 
facilities like construction of berths, conveyor galleries, transfer towers, wagon tippling 
station, marshalling yard, laying of railway tracks (at least 6 sets), buildings, roads, 
water supply and drainage system, etc., 

(iv) . In view of the above, removal of mismatch between quay capacity and yard capacity 

just does not seem to be possible in this project. Even in the coal terminal project of 
Berth No.7 at MOPT (for which the concession has already been signed), TAMP has 
accepted yard capacity of 4 61 MMTPA and fixed upfront tariff, whereas quay 
capacity in that case was in excess of 8.8 MMTPA. The upfront tariff has been fixed 
after taking only the lower of the two i.e , only 4.61 MMTPA. Further, as per the 
norms for determination of optimal yard capacity, “Area” means area of the yard 
made available by the port for stackyard development and not the total area available 
for the project. Therefore, the area to be considered for determination of yard 
capacity is only 70,000 square meters. 

(v) . In conclusion, it is pointed out that there are bound to be differences between yard 

capacity and quay capacity in PPP projects at major ports in India, due to the 
uncoordinated development of facilities till now. In some projects, differences could 
be fairly pronounced, as in the present case, because while on the one side we are 
able to receive panamax and post panamax vessels due to the available drafts of 
(-) 14.1 meters below CD, we are unable to match the yard capacity, simply due to 
acute shortage of land for storage of cargo. 
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(vi). As observed by the TAMP,.MSPL was required to forward its written comments on 
the subject proposal of the MOPT within 2 days from the date of joint-hearing which 
was held on 8 th March 2010. Infact, MSPL had itself offered to send comments. 
However, we have not received any communication from MSPL till date and 
therefore, TAMP may kindly process our proposal for upfront tariff fixation in the 
absence of comments from MSPL. It appears that MSPL may not be interested in 
sending any comments. Hence, TAMP may kindly not hold up our proposal due to 
irresponsible actions of MSPL. 

7. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 
office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned 
parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made available at our 
website http://tariffauthoritv.Qov.in . 

8 . With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of this 
case, the following position emerges: 

- (i). The proposal of Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) in reference is to fix upfront tariff for 
handling Iron Ore at a facility to be developed at West of existing Breakwater (WOB) 
on Build, Own, Operate and Transfer (BOOT) basis. 

As per clause 2.2. of the upfront tariff guidelines of 2008, the tariff caps to be 
prescribed now shall apply to all the projects to be bid out for Iron Ore handling 
projects at MOPT during the next 5 years. The MOPT has acknowledged this 
position. 

MOPT has, however, stated that it is in the process of developing another project, in 
which the barge borne iron ore will be mechanically handled by Floating Crane(s) and 
loaded on to gearless / geared ships at Mooring Dolphins and raised a doubt as to 
whether the tariff caps to be prescribed now will also apply for the said future project. 
As brought out at clause 2.2. of the upfront tariff guidelines, the tariff caps can be 
applied to projects bid out subsequently in the same port, provided it is for handling 
identical commodity or for providing similar services. We do not have the details of 
the future project referred by MOPT. The methodology of tariff setting envisaged by 
the guidelines clearly indicates the same tariff cap can apply to future project only if 
the capacity, order of investment, productivity parameters and handling methods are 
same. 

(ii) . The proposal of MOPT generally complies with the guidelines issued for upfront tariff 

setting vide Notification No.TAMP/52/2007-Misc dated 26 February 2008. Deviations 
from the guidelines proposed by MOPT, are, inter alia, discussed in the subsequent 
paragraphs. 

(iii) . Optimal Terminal Capacity : 

(a) Optimal Quay Capacity : 

(i). The MOPT has computed the optimal quay capacity by considering 
the share of Panamax Vessels (80%) and Handymax Vessels (20%) 
only. It has not considered the share of Capesize Vessels in the 
quay capacity computation. Initially, the MOPT in its proposal has 
stated that the proposed terminal can handle Capesize Vessels over 
next few years with expected deepening of the channel. 
Subsequently, the MOPT has maintained handling of capesize 
vessels in future may not be possible as it does not have funds for 
dredging and deepening the channel. M/s.MSPL, one of the bidders, 
during the joint hearing proceedings have requested to consider 
atleast 10% of the vessels as Capesize vessels. Nevertheless, the 
judgment of MOPT in this regard is relied upon. However, it should 
be clearly understood that the tariff caps to be fixed now will be 
reviewed and adjusted, if capesize vessels are handled due to 
improvement in draft in future. 
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(ii). Considering the share of Panamax and Handymax vessels and 
based on the ship day output ofthe respective vessels as prescribed 
in the upfront guidelines, the optimal quay capacity works out to 
12.52 Million ~onnes. 

(b) . Optimal Yard Capacity : 

(i) . The major issue in this case is determination of yard capacity. A total 

land area of 140,000 sq mtrs. is envisaged to be reclaimed for the 
project of which only 70,000 sq. mtrs. is proposed to be utilised for 
cargo storage purpose. Even in the cargo storage area so 
earmarked only 70% will be used for effective storage after providing 
space for movement of equipment, transit way inside the yard, etc. 
This means, only about 35% of the total land area to be allotted to 
the private operator will be utilised for cargo storage. The port has 
adopted a normative stacking factor of 15 and considered a plot 
turnover of 14, as against the normative level of 12, to determine at 
the yard capacity. Applying the 70% scale down factor, the optimal 
yard capacity is worked out to 7.2 million tonnes which is only about 
57% of the quay capacity. 

(ii) . As can be seen from the factual position narrated in the earlier part of 

thib Order, several attempts were made by this Authority to require 
the MO FT to re-examine the relevant parameters in order to remove 
the wide mismatch between the quay and yard capacity. The 
feasibility report, on the basis of which the port has formulated its 
proposal, has not estimated the area proposed to be allocated for 
cargo storage based on any detailed calculation and lay out drawings 
but relied more on judgement. Though, we do not question the 
technical competence of consultant of MOPT in correctly judging the 
requirement, this aspect is pointed out to show that there could be a 
scope for change in the area allocated for storage of cargo, if a 
detailed analysis is made by actual calculation of the area 
requirement for different utility and facility to be developed. Even 
after our advice, the MOPT has maintained that there would be no 
scope for any improvement in the yard area because of the 
constraints imposed on the physical features of the location. No 
plans in this regard have been submitted by MOPT. It has also 
emphatically maintained that the turnover ratio cannot be improved 
further due to connectivity issues and customer mix. 

(c) . Optimal Terminal Capacity : 

(i) . The quayside capacity is determined for a berth with minimum 

equipment support as envisaged in the guidelines. There will be no 
scope for this Authority to reduce quay capacity and consequently 
capital cost, to match the yard capacity of 7.2 million tonnes. 

(ii) . In view of the provisions in the guidelines and the categoric assertion 

of MOPT about the inability to make any further improvement in the 
yard capacity, this Authority is constrained to consider the optimal 
capacity of the terminal as 7.20 milllion tonnes, being a lower of the 
optimal quay and yard capacity. 

(iii) . The MOPT has observed that differences are bound to exist between 

the yard and quay capacities in PPP projects due to uncoordinated 
development of facility till now. The concern of this Authority is such 
a mismatch results in idle investment and higher tariff. The major 
portion of the capital cost is civil cost and it fully captures 
development of 140,000 sq. mtrs of area. If at a later stage the 
storage yard area or any other parameters considered for 
determining yard capacity undergoes a change, it will result in 
significant increase in Terminal capacity assessed now and at the 
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upfront tariff determined may result in unindented financial gain to the 
operator. It may be significant here to point out that such gain, if it 
accrues, will not be a result of his efficiency but may be due to the 
parameters assumed at the planning stage. This Authority is only 
mandated to fix the tariff and cannot go into the merits and demerits 
of the particular project. Nonetheless, in view of the wide gap 
between quay capacity and yard capacity, this Authority requests the 
concerned Authorities in the Government who would be granting 
project clearance to carefully consider the issue of mismatch of the 
capacity in this regard. The MOPT is requested to bring the 
observations of this Authority to the Government at the time of 
seeking clearance of the project. 


(iv). Capital Cost : 

(a) . M/s.ESPL is of the view that overall capital cost pertaining to the project is 

underestimated. M/s.ESPL. has requested to re-evaluate the capital cost and 
to arrive at a more realistic capital cost considered by MOPT. The MOPT 
has stated that it has relied upon the capital cost estimates given by the 
Consultant in the Project Report. MOPT has also initially confirmed that the 
cost of equipment, plant and machinery are at the current market prices. 

(b) . When asked to update the capital cost estimates to reflect the current market 

rate of 2010, the Port has casually suggested to increase the tariff to be set 
by 10%. This position is not at all acceptable to this Authority. The Port 
should have carried out an exercise to update the cost estimate as the port 
itself has maintained in one place that applying inflation indexation to the 
capital cost may not be appropriate. It is noteworthy that the estimates 
provided by the port trust are not backed by any budgetary quotations but 
has mainly relied upon the estimates given by its consultants. In any case, 
the port has confirmed that necessary contingency provisions are also made 
while drawing up the estimates by its consultants. This Authority relies upon 
the capital estimate as initially furnished by the port in its proposal. If the port 
can review its capital estimate before the RFP stage, it can seek a review of 
the tariff to be fixed now based on the revised capital cost. 

(c) . Iron Ore handling activity : 

(■)• Civil Construction cost ; 

The upfront tariff guidelines broadly indicate the civil works involved 
for iron ore terminal and require the port to estimate the civil cost. 
The items considered under civil works generally do not adhere to 
the normative list of items stipulated in the guidelines. On being 
pointed out, the MOPT has clarified that the items have been 
considered under different heads in the capital cost estimates. As 
clarified by MOPT, civil construction costs are derived from similar 
construction projects in Goa and elsewhere. The guidelines stipulate 
that the civil cost will be as estimated by the concerned port trust. 
The estimates of civil cost as estimated by MOPT are considered in 
this analysis. The civil cost of Rs.100.90 crores as furnished by 
MOPT is considered in the analysis. 

(ii). Equipment Cost : 

The equipment cost estimated by the port does not include 
equipments like cranes, pay loaders as prescribed in the guidelines. 
The port has clarified that neither cranes or pay loaders are needed 
for conveying iron ore tippled from railway wagons to stacking area 
nor for unloading barges and conveying ore to the stack area. The 
iron ore is to be reclaimed by stackers / reclaimers and loaded by 
ship loaders on to the ship. However, MOPT has considered the cost 
of 2 barge unloaders in the equipment cost, which is not as per the 
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norms given in the guidelines. Nevertheless, considering the fact 
that such barge operation is already in vogue at MOPT, the cost of 2 ’i 

barge unloaders amounting to Rs.40 crores is included in the 
equipment cost estimates. The equipment cost of Rs.242 crores as 
given by MOPT is considered in the analysis. 

4 

(iii) . Miscellaneous Cost : 

The guidelines prescribe a norm of 5% of civil and equipment cost as 
miscellaneous capital cost. The suggestion made by M/s.ESPL to 
consider miscellaneous cost at atleast 30% of the civil and equipment 
cost is not as per the norms prescribed in the guidelines. The 
miscellaneous capital cost is considered at Rs.17.15 crores 
calculated at 5% of the aggregate of the civil and equipment cost. 

(iv) . The total capital cost estimate for the iron ore handling activity works 

out to Rs. 360.05 crores. 

(v) . M/s, ESPL have suggested to take into account atleast 25% 

escalation on account of inflation and price escalation as the project 
would be implemented over a period of 2 - 3 years. As per the 
Upfront guidelines, annual indexation of the base upfront tariff cap 
will be allowed @ 60% of the WPI. 

(d) . Berthing activity : 

The berthing activity considers the cost of construction of the berth and cost 
of dredging alongside the berth which is estimated at Rs.108.95 crores. The 
guidelines require considering the cost as estimated by the port trust. The 
estimates furnished by port are considered in this analysis. 

(e) . Port Dues : 

Prescription of upfront port dues is not covered by the guidelines, as the 
eventuality of requiring a private operator to construct break water might 
perhaps not been thought about. Earlier in the case of CHPT-Mega 
Container Terminal Project, this issue arose and the capital and operating 
costs of break water construction were duly factored in determining berth hire 
charges. In the instant case, the port has argued for prescription of a 
separate tariff item of port dues to cover the cost of break water to be 
constructed by the private operator and confirmed that it would not levy any 
separate port dues on the vessel calling at the proposed terminal. In view of 
the assurance given by the port, this Authority is inclined to approve a 
separate tariff item of port dues instead of recognising the relevant cost under 
the berthing activity. 

The port has confirmed that the proposed terminal would be the sole 
beneficiary of the break water facility to be created. It has to be recognised 
that if any faqjjity by another private operator or by the port trust come up 
within the break water, it would call for review of the port dues fixed now by 
apportioning the cost on such new facility to come up in future. Such revision 
of port dues will, however, be done without altering the annual revenue 
requirement determined now but by altering the unit rate over the larger 
charging base. The MOPT should also make a provision in this regard in the 
concession agreement to permit the investor who would be constructing the 
break water to charge port dues at the revised rate from the users / 
beneficiaries of the new facility which may come up in future. Subject to the 
above, the cost of construction of breakwater and mole estimated at 
Rs.269.15 crores by MOPT is considered in this analysis. 
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(v) . Return on Capital Employed : 

Return Capital Employed is calculated at 16% of the total capital cost for the 
respective activity. It works out to Rs.57.61 crores for Iron Ore handling activity, 
Rs. 17.43 crores for berthing activity and Rs.43.06 crores for port dues activity. 

M/s. ESPL has requested to enhance the return to 20% to make the project attractive 
and viable. It is relevant here to mention that the rate of ROCE is reviewed by this 
Authority from time to time and the ROCE of 16% is applicable as of now. 

(vi) . QBftratiPfl Cost: 

(a) . ir on O re, handli n g p flivlt y: 

(I) . The port has considered the power cost at rate of Rs.4.50 per unit. 

Though the port is presently procuring power from a private operator 
at a higher rate, it is confirmed that power from the State Electricity 
Board would be available for this project and accordingly considered 
in the estimate. 

(II) . Repairs and Maintenance cost is considered at 1% on civil cost and 

7% of equipment cost as stipulated in the guidelines, which works out 
to Rs.1.01 crores and Rs. 16.94 crores respectively. 

(iii) . The upfront guidelines prescribe a norm of 1% of gross fixed assets 

for Insurance and 5% of gross fixed assets for Other Expenses while 
estimating operating cost. The MOPT appears to have excluded 
miscellaneous cost component of capital estimates for working out 
insurance cost and other expenses. The estimates of MOPT are 
revised to consider Insurance cost at 1% of gross fixed assets 
amounting to Rs.3.60 crores and other expenses at 5% of gross fixed 
assets amounting to Rs.18 crores. 

(iv) . Depreciation is calculated as per the guidelines following the 

depreciation rates for Straight Line Method (SLM) prescribed in the 
Companies Act, 1956. Depreciation is computed at 3.34% on civil 
cost and 10.34% on equipment cost for the relevant group of assets. 
The MOPT appears to have not considered miscellaneous assets for 
purpose of depreciation. Since miscellaneous assets are the 
outcome of the civil and equipment cost, depreciation on these 
assets have also been considered at the respective rates. The 
revised depreciation works out to Rs.29.81 crores. 

(v) . Lease rental is estimated for the total area of 1,40,000 sq. mtrs. as 

per the prevailing Scale of Rates of MOPT. This works out to 
Rs.5.31 crores. 

(vi) . The total operating cost for the Iron Ore handling activity works out to 

Rs.79.21 crores. 

(b) . Berthing activity : 

Although the guidelines restrict the operating cost for berthing service at 1% 
of berth cost, the asset requires adequate insurance coverage and the fact 
that the value of the asset will depreciate due to wear and tear can also not 
be denied. While fixing upfront berth hire at other Major Port Trusts, this 
position was recognised and cost of insurance and depreciation were 
considered to assess the annual revenue requirement from berthing service. 

In view of this position, depreciation @ 3.34% on the capital cost of berth and 
insurance @1% on capital cost of berth alongwith 1% repairs and 
maintenance cost is considered in this analysis. The MOPT has, however, 
not considered insurance cost while estimating operating cost for berthing 
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activity. The operating cost furnished by MOPT for the berthing activity is 
moderated to Rs.5.82 crores. 

(c). Port Dues activity : 

The guidelines do not prescribe any norms for calculation of operating cost 
for port dues activity. However, in line with the principle adopted for berthing 
activity, 1%, 3.34% and 1% of the capital cost of breakwater and mole are 
considered as repairs and maintenance, depreciation and insurance cost 
respectively. The MOPT has also adopted the same approach, except that it 
has not considered the insurance cost while estimating operating cost for the 
said activity. The operating cost furnished by MOPT for the port dues activity 
is revised to Rs. 14.37 crores. 

(vii). The statement submitted by MOPT for fixing upfront tariff cap for iron ore terminal has 

been modified in fine with the above analysis. The copy of the statement is attached 

as Annex - I. 

(viii). (a). As per the statement, the total revenue requirement from the iron ore 
handling service is estimated at Rs.136.82 crores, which is an aggregate of 
operating cost to the tune of Rs.79.21 crores and return to the tune of 
Rs.57.61 crores. 

(b) . As per the guidelines, 98% of the total revenue requirement is apportioned to 

handling charge and 1% each towards storage charge and miscellaneous 
charge for arriving at the pre-determined tariff. 

Accordingly, Rs. 134.08 crores is to be recovered from iron ore handling 
charge and Rs 1.37 crores each from storage charge and miscellaneous 
charge to meet the total revenue requirement of Rs. 136.35 crores. 

(c) . Since the MOPT proposes to unload and handle iron ore from barges as well 

as rail, the MOPT has proposed separate handling charge for rail bound iron 
ore cargo and barge bound iron ore cargo. The segregation of cost items 
relevant for rail and barge operations is not done correctly by the MOPT. 
Further the cost so segregated by MOPT was spread over the entire capacity 
in each of the scenario instead of considering only apportioned capacity of 
individual operation. Based on the information available, the differential rates 
for rail and barge operations are worked out by us and attached as 
Annex - II. 

(ix) . (a). As per the guidelines, 1% revenue requirement is to be met from storage 

after allowing 25 days free period. In view of a higher turnover ratio of 14 
considered by MOPT for determining optimal yard capacity as compared to 
the norm of 12, the port has reduced the free days to 20 days. M/s.ESPL has 
made a suggestion to reduce the free days to 10 days to have a turnover 
ratio of 14. The free days and turnover ratio are directly related to each other 
and as such to have a turnover ratio of 14, the free days should be around 20 
days, as proposed by MOPT. 

(b). Considering the revenue earning days available after allowing 20 free days 
period, if the storage income is calculated considering the rate of Rs.12 per 
tonne per day *n proposed by the port, the income that would be generated 
from the proposed tariff item is around 81% more as compared to the 
normative revenue requirement from storage charges. As such, the 
proposed storage levy of Rs.12 per tonne per day may be reduced to the 
extent of 81% to arrive at the rate of Rs.2.28 per tonne per day to be made 
applicable to the first slab. The rates for the subsequent slabs are reset 
accordingly. 

(x) . In line with the guidelines, 1% of the revenue requirement is to be met from the 

miscellaneous charges. Accordingly, this rate works out to Rs. 1.90 per tonne. 
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(xi) . Normally the vessel related charges for foreign going vessels are denominated in US 

dollar terms by converting the rupee value to dollar terms by applying the exchange 
rate prevailing at the time of notification of the relevant tariff Order. This Authority 
while finalising the upfront berth hire at other Major Port Trusts has already decided 
to approve die upfront berth hire charge in rupee form only for the stated reasons. 

The revenue requirement from berthing service works out to Rs.23.25 crores. The 
methodology followed by MOPT for arriving at the berth hire is in general found to be 
in line with die approach followed by this Authority in other upfront tariff cases. The 
berth hire charge as calculated by MOPT stands modified to the extent of change in 
the revenue requirement for the reasons stated in the earlier paragraph. The berth 
hire is calculated at Rs»1.54 per GRT per hour. 

(xii) . The levy of port dues is based on the total GRT of the vessels. The revenue 

requirement from port dues has been worked out at Rs.57.44 crores. The port dues 
as calculated by MOPT is revised to the extent of charge in the revenue requirement 
for the reasons stated in the earlier paragraph. The port dues is calculated at 
Rs.108.53 per GRT. 

The working in respect of port dues and berth hire is attached as Annex - ill 

(xiii). Though the upfront tariff schedule proposed by MOPT specifies concessional berth 
hire charges applicable for coastal vessels, the port has not considered the revenue 
impact of allowing such concession. Replying to a query raised in this regard, MOPT 
has stated that as the proposed terminal will be a 100% iron ore export facility, it does 
not anticipate any coastal cargo. 

Though there may not be any coastal vessel unloading iron ore at the proposed 
terminal, the concessional rate for coastal category is prescribed to comply with the 
Government guidelines incase of any such eventuality. Accordingly, concessional 
berth hire and port dues for coastal vessels is presented at 60% of the rate 
prescribed for foreign going vessel. Concession in composite handling rate is 
prescribed for coastal movement at 60% of the rate prescribed for normal iron ore 
cargo. 

(xiv) . Definition of some of the common terms like foreign going vessel, coastal vessels are 

included in the upfront schedule in line with the definitions prescribed in Scale of 
Rates of other major ports / private terminals. 

(xv) . Some general terms and conditions prescribed in the Scale of Rates of other major 

ports and private terminals and as stipulated in 2005 guidelines such as status of 
vessel, classification of vessels into coastal or foreign, coastal concessional 
conditionalities, berth hire to stop 4 hours after vessel signaling readiness to sail, 
penal berth hire for false signal, non accrual of storage for the period when the 
operator is not in a position to effect / deliver / ship the cargo when requested by user 
for reasons attributable to operator, free days, free days to exclude custom holidays 
and port non-working days are incorporated in the upfront tariff schedule. 

(xvi) . The conditionalities proposed by the port regarding interest on delayed payments / 

refunds, rounding off of the grand total of bill, rates prescribed in Scale of Rates are 
at ceiling levels and rebates at floor levels, enabling port to rationalise Scale of Rates 
so as to give relief to users, notifying the lower rates ami rationalisation of conditions, 
users to not pay charges for delays beyond reasonable level attributable to operator, 
rebate in berth hire in case vessel idles due to breakdown or non availability of shore 
based facilities, and are also approved by this Authority in the other upfront cases 
and hence is approved. 

(xvii). The note 2(ii) is modified to list down the services included In the composite tariff for 
barge bound cargo, as listed down by MOPT. 
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9.1. As per clause 2.8. of the Guidelines, the tariff caps will be indexed to inflation but only 
to an extent of 60% of the variation in Wholesale Price Index (WPI) occurring between 1 January 
2008 and 1 January of the relevant year. Such automatic adjustment of tariff caps will be made every 
year and the adjusted tariff caps will come into force from 1 April of the relevant year to 31 March of 
the following year. In the instant case, since the estimation of capital cost and unit rate of operating 
cost considered in the upfront tariff calculation are as of 1 January 2010 as reported by the MOPT, It 
be appropriate and relevant to prescribe the base WPI to be considered for automatic adjustment 
every year as 1 January 2010. 

9.2. As specified in clauses 2.9.1. and 2.9.2. of the guidelines, before commencement of 
commercial operations, the private operator shall approach this Authority for notification of Scale of 
Rates containing the approved ceiling rates and the statement of conditions, as required under 
Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963. 

9.3. As per clause 3.8.5 of the guidelines, if any question arises requiring clarifications or 
interpretation of the Scale of Rates and the statement of conditionalities, the matter shall be referred 
to this Authority and its decision in this regard will be binding on the operator. 

9.4. The performance norms for the projects should be clearly brought out in the bid 
documents. The private operator is expected to perform at least at the performance norms brought 
out in the bid document/concession agreement. 

9.5. The actual performance of the private operators will be monitored by this Authority. If 
any complaint regarding quality of service is received, this Authority will enquire into such allegation 
and forward its findings to the Mormugao Port Trust. If any action is to be taken against the private 
operators, the Mormugao Port Trust shall initiate appropriate action in accordance with the provisions 
of the relevant Concession Agreement. 

9.6. During the commercial operation at the terminal, within 15 days from the end of every 
quarter, the private operator shall submit to this Authority through the Mormugao Port Trust a report 
containing the terminal’s physical and financial performance during the preceding three months. 

10. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application 

of mind, this Authority approves the tariff caps for handing iron ore at Mormugao Port Trust attached 
as Annex - IV. 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
I No. ADVT/II1/4/143/10-Exty.] 
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ANNEX - 

FORMULATION OF UPFRONT TARIFF FOR IRON ORE TERMINAL AT MORMUGAO PORT TRUST. 



Estimates Estimates 

given by moderated by 
MOPT TAMP 






Ratio of Vessel Size to be handled 


Number of Panamax vessels 


Number of Handv size/ max vessels 


% of vessels % of vessels 


80% 80% 


20 % 20 % 


Ship day Output (in tonnes per da 



Quay Capacity = 0.7*((S1‘P1 )+(S2*P2)+(S3*P3))»365 


Quay Capacity in million tonnes 


12519800 


12.52 


12519500 


12.52 


GTS 


Area of the yard made available by port for stack yard development (in square metres) (A 


Area available for stackinq (% 


Stacking Quantity per square metre (tons 


Annual Turnover Ratio of the plot 



7203000 


7.20 


7203000 


7.20 


Yard Capacity (in tonnes) =0.7* *A*U*Q*T _ 


Yard Capacity (in million tonnes) 


(ill) optimal capacity of the Terminal - lower value of the optimal quay capacity and optimal 
stack yard capacity (in Million tonnes). 


BT515I35T 


a). Civil Cost 


- Infill 


- Railway sidings 


- Retaining Structure 


roach 


• Water supply requirements 


- Electrical, Environment and Security requirements 


- Miscellaneous cost 


Rs. in crores I Rs. in crores 
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Estimates 
given by 
MOPT 


For Sorthi 



(a). Cost of construction of Berth 

91.64 

91,64 

(b). Cost of dredging alongside berth 

17.31 

17.31 

Tota! Capital cost for berthing services 

108.95 

108.95 



a}. 8reakwater - 620 meters 


b). Mole - 230 meters 


Total Capital cost for Port Dues 


Total Capital Cost of the Project 


(i+ii+iii) 


mmmm 


mm 


Rs. in crores i Rs. in crores 




Rs 4.04 per unit 


fc Repair & Maintenance 


- Civil Assets (1% on Civil cost 


- Mechanical & Electrical Equipment including spares ( 7% on mechanical and electrical asset 
cost) 


(c>. Insurance (1% on Gross fixed asset value 


d). Depreciation (As per the companies Act 


e). Lease Rentals 


(f). Other Expenses (5% of Gross fixed Assets) 


Total Operating Cost 


Revenue Requirement 


it mmmmsm 


a) Total Operating Cost 


(bi Return on capital Employed @ 16% 


(c). Total Revenue requirement from cargo handling activity 


Apportionment of Revenue Requirement 


a). Iron Ore Handling Charges (96% o f the revenue req uire ment) 
(b). Storage Charges { 1% of revenue requirement! 


(c). Miscellaneous Charge ( 1 % revenue requirement^ 


Total Revenue requirement from cargo handling activity 


Proposed Upfront Tariff 


.Composite Handling charge (Rs. Per tonne) (Annex II 


a) For rail Borne Cargo 


b) For barge Borne Cargo 




EBlS KllEg l 


-11th day onwards 


Miscellaneous Charge 


- Revenue Requirement (Rs m crores 


(iv). Berth Hire Charges (Rs. 


v). Port Dues (Rs., er GRT) (Anne* 


Re. Per tonne per 
day or part thereof 
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Computation of differential handling rate between Rail and Barge bound Iron Ore Cargo at 
the proposed terminal at Mormugao Port Trust. 


1 jTotal Optimal Terminal Capacity in million tonnes 


(i). Rail Bound Capacity (72%) 


(ii). Barge bound Capacity (28%) 


Cost of Capital Assets ; >;iuded in the Total Capital Cost which a r e 
relevant for Barge Bound cargo. 



Barge borne 

Rail borne 

Rs. in crores 

Rs. in crores 


(c'j. Miscellaneous (5% of civil and equipment cost) 





bfrH I»m 


a). Repair & Maintenance 




- Mechanical & Electrical Equipment including spares ( 7% on mechanical 
and electrical asset cost) 


b). Insurance (1% on Gross fixed asset value 


c). Depreciation (As per the companies Act 


(d) . Lease Rent a ls (pertain!' q to railway siding area of 6500 sq. m t< v_ 

(e) . Other expenses (5% of Gross fixed Assets) 


Total Operating Cost 



Differential Revenue Reauirement 


16 % 


5 Per Tonne handling rate differential between rail and barge bound 

cargo ______ j 

Revenue Requirement from handling charge (98%) (Rs. In crores) __j_ 

Per tonne differential handling rate (in Rs.) _1 


Total Handling Revenue Requirement 

Less: Barge bot.-id cargo Revenue Requirement 

Less: Rail bound caigc Revenue Requirement 

Revenue Requirement fren other than rail and barge (Rs. In Crores) 

Total Tonnage (Million Tonnes) 

Base rate per tonne in Rupees 
Thus, 

- Barge bound rate 

- Rail bound rate 



134.08 

16.06 

13.55 

1C4.48 

7.20 

145.05 

224.66 
171. ’ 7 
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Annex - III 


a) . Operating Cost for Berthing Activity _ 

Repairs & Maintenance Charge (1% on captial cost for 

berth) ___ 

Depreciation (3.34% on captial cost for berth) _ 

Insurance (1% on captiai cost for berth) _ 

Subtotal (a 

b) . Return on capital Employed @ 16% _ 

Total Revenue requirement from Berthing services (a 
b) 


Estimates 
given by 
MOPT 

Estimates 
moderated 
by TAMP 



| 1 09 

i 

1.09 

3,64 

3.64 

0.00 

1.09 

4 73 

5 82 



17.43 

17.43 



22.16 

23.25 


Tonnage to be handled 


Ship day Output 


Unit 


tonnes 


As given by MOPT 


M’l, .H'l l 

BBeUBH 


1440600 




As moderated by TAMP 


Panamax 


7203000 5762400 







Average Parcel size 


No. of vessels (b / f 


Average GRT 


Total GRT hours (e * h 


Revenue Requirement 


KS 

n 


tonne hours I 113152582 


Rupees 




270001 I 45000 


150492933 81 1131S2582 


221615000 





232499300 


1.54 


rii i [ •]. a u» I :a ■ 1 1 


Particulars 


Revenue Requirement 


a). Operating Cost for Port Dues 


Repairs & Maintenance Charge 11% on capital cost for port dues 


Depreciation (3-34% on captial cost for port dues 


Insurance (1% on captial cost for port dues 


Subtotal {a 


Estimates given by MOPT 



b). Return on capital Employed 


Total Revenue requirement from Berthing services (a + b 


Total GRT of the vessels (as taken from Berth hire computation 


■ Average GRT of a vessel 


• No. of vessels 


Total GRT of vessels 


45000 tonnes for Panamax 45000 tonnes for Panamax 
and 27000 tonnes for and 27000 tonnes for 
Handymax Vessels Handymax Vessels 


96 Panamax and 36 96 Panamax and 36 

Handymax vessels Handymax vessels 


(45000 ’ 96 ♦ 27000 * 36) (45000 * 96 + 27000 * 36) 


3 


Port Dues per GRT {1 / 2 ) (Rs. Per GRT) 


103.45 


108.53 
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MORMUGAO PORT TRUST 


ANNEX - IV 


UPFRONT TARIFF SCHEDULE FOR IRON ORE HANDLING 


1.1 DEFINITIONS: 

In this Scale of Rates unless the context otherwise requires, the following definition shall 
apply. 

(i) . "Coastal Vessel” means any vessel exclusively employed in trading between any 

port or place in India to any other port or place in India having a valid coastal 
license issued by the competent authority. 

(ii) . “Foreign Vessel” means any vessel other than a coastal vessel. 

(iii) , "Per Day" means per calendar day unless otherwise stated. 


1.2 GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS: 


(i). The status of the vessel, as borne out by its certification by the Customs or the 
Director General of Shipping, is the relevant factor to decide whether vessel is 
‘coastal’ or 'foreign-going' for the purpose of levy of vessel related charges; and, 
the nature of cargo or its origin will not be of any relevance for this purpose. 


(ir). (a). The vessel related charges for all coastal vessels should not exceed 60% 

of the corresponding charges for other vessels. 

(b), The cargo related charges for all coastal cargo other than thermal coal 
should not exceed 60% of the normal cargo related charges. 


(c) . In case of cargo related charges, the concessional rates should be levied 

on all the relevant handling charges for ship-shore transfer and transfer 
from / to quay to / from storage yard including wharfage. 

(d) . Cargo from a foreign port, which reaches an Indian Port ‘A' for 

subsequent transhipment to Indian Port 'B' will be, levied the concessional 
charges relevant for its coastal voyage. In other words, cargo from / to 
Indian ports carried by vessel permitted to undertake coastal voyage will 
qualify for the concession. 


(iii). Interest on delayed payments / refunds. 

(a) . The User shall pay penal interest on delayed payments under this Scale 

of Rates. Likewise, the terminal operator shall pay penal interest on 
delayed refunds. 

(b) . The rate of penal interest will be 2% above the Prime Lending Rate of the 

State Bank of India. 

(c) . The delay in refunds will be counted only 20 days from the date of 

completion of services or on production of all the documents required from 
the Users, whichever is later. 

(d) . The delay in payment by the users will be counted only 10 days after the 

date of raising the bills by the Terminal Operator. This provision shall, 
however, not apply to the cases where payment is to be made before 
availing the services where payment of charges in advance is prescribed 
as a condition in this Scale of Rates. 
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(iv) . All charges worked out shall be rounded off to the next higher rupee on the grand 

total of the bill. 

(v) . (a). The rates prescribed in the Scale of Rates are ceiling levels, likewise, 

rebates and discounts are floor levels. The operator may, if they so 
desire, charge lower rates and/or allow higher rebates and discounts. 

(b) . The operator may also, if they so desire rationalize the prescribed 

conditionalities governing the application of rates prescribed in the Scale 
of Rates if such rationalisation gives relief to the users in the rate per unit 
and the unit rates prescribed in the Scale* of Rates do not exceed the 
ceiling level. 

(c) . The operator should notify the public such lower rates and/ or 

rationalisation of the conditionalites governing the application of such 
rates and continue to notify the public any further charges in such lower 
rates and/or in the conditionalities governing the application of such rates 
provided the new rates fixed shall not exceed the rate notified by the 
TAMP 

(vi) . Users will not be equired to pay charges for delays beyond reasonable level 

attributable to the operator. 


2.1. BERTH HIRE: 

The Bertn Hire charges payable by masters/owners/agents of the vessel shall be as per 
rates below: 


r ~sT 1 

Vessels 

Rate per GRT per hour or 

part thereof (Rs.) j 

No. 


Foreign Going Vessel 

Coastal Vessel 

1. 

All Vessels 

1.54 

_ 

0.92 


(i). The period of berth hire shall be calculated from the time vessel occupies the 
berth. 


(ii) , Berth hire includes charges for services rendered at the berth, such as occupation 

of berth, rubbish removal, cleaning of berths, fire watch, etc. 

(iii) . In case w*sse! idles due to breakdown or non availability of the shore based 

facilities of the operator, or a,.y other reasons attributable to operator, rebate 
equivalent to berth hire charges payable to the Mormuuro Port Trust accrued 
during tne period of idling of vessel shall be allowed by the operator. 

(iv) . (a). Berth hire shall stop 4 hours after the time of vessel signaling its 

readiness to sail. 

(b ; . The time limit of 4 hours prescribed for the cessation of berth hire snail 
exclude the ship’s waiting time for want of favorable tide conditions, 
inclement weather, and due to lack of night navigation 

c< The master / agent of the vessel shall signal readiness to sail only in 
accordance with "favorable tidal and weather conditions. 

(Vi The Penal Berth hire shall be equal to one-day's (24 hours) berth hire charge for a 
false signal 

“False signal" would be when the vessel signals readiness and asks for a pilot in 
anticipation even when she is not ready for un-berthing due to engine not being 
ready or cargo operation not completed or such other reasons attributable to the 
vessels. This excludes the signaling readiness when a vessel is not able to sail 
due to unfavorable tide, lack of night navigation or adverse weather conditions." 
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2.2. PORT DUES: 

The °ort dues for vessels calling at the Port shall be as per rates below: 


SI. j Vessels 

No.. 

Rate per GRT (Rs.) 

Foreign Going Vessel 

Coastal Vessel 

1. (All Vessels 

- i 

108.53 

65.12 


3. CARGO HANDLING CHARGES: 


Sr. No. 

Particulars 

Mnni^uririiririiy 


■ 


Coastal 

tans 

Iron Ore Handling Charges 



1 iai. 1 

For rail borne cargo 

171.17 

102.70 

mam 

For barge borne cargo 

224.66 

134.8Q 


Notes: 


(i) . The handling charges prescribed at (i).(a). above for rail borne cargo is a 

composite charge for unloading of cargo from wagon through unloading facilities 
at Marshalling Yard, transfer the same upto the point of storage, storage at the 
stackyard upto a free period of 20 days, reclaiming from stackyard and loading 
onto the ship, wharfage and all other miscellaneous services not specifically 
prescribed in the Scale of Rates. 

(ii) . The handling charge prescribed at (i).(b). above for barge borne cargo is a 

composite charge for receiving of the cargo at barge jetty / barge, its unloading, 
conveying the unloaded iron ore, stacking, reclaiming, conveying to shiploader, 
and loading onto the ship. 


4. STORAGE CHARGES: 

The storage charge for the cargo stored in the stackyard beyond the free period of 20 days 
shall be as follows: 


(Rate in Rs. per tonne per day or part thereof) 



Commodity 

Rate for five 
days for the 
balance cargo 
remaining after 
the free period. 


Rate for eleventh 

day onwards for 
the balance 
cargo. 

1 . 

Iron Ore (all types) 

2.28 

4.56 

9.12 


Notes: 

(i) . For the purpose of calculation of Tree period Customs notified holidays and 

Terminal's non- working days shall be excluded. 

(ii) . Free period for import cargo shall be reckoned from the day following the day of 

completion of final discharge from the vessel. 

(iii) . Storage charge on cargo shall not accrue for the period when the terminal 

operator is not in a position to deliver / ship the cargo when requested by the user 
due to reasons attributable to the terminal operator. 
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5. MISCELLANEOUS CHARGES: 


The following miscellaneous charges are applicable on the Iron ore handled: 


Sr. No. 

Particulars 

Rate per tonne or 
par thereof in 
Rupees 

(*)• 

Charges for all miscellaneous services such as 
sweeping, collecting, spillage from yard conveyors, 
galleries etc , moisturizing of cargo, dust separation 
services, environment etc., 

1.90 


6. GENERAL NOTE TO SCHEDULE (2) TO (5) ABOVE: 

The tariff caps will be indexed to inflation but only to an extent of 60% of the variation in 
Wholesale Price Index (WPI) occurring between 1 January 2010 and 1 January of the 
relevant year. Such automatic adjustment of tariff caps will be made every year and the 
adjusted tariff caps will come into force from 1 April of the relevant year to 31 March of the 
following year. 
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